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Eg 2 The Preface. | bn 
Shall give a true Narrative of the Compoſing and - | 
-- Publiſhing of the following Sheets. The United 
Atmiſters, after their uſual receſs, met art St, Hel- 
' lens, Sept. 6. 1697. After previous Debates [it 
was Unanimouſly voted that the Committee ſhould take 
noti:e of the Papers called, The Report and the Remarks, 
And if any Brother had any thing to offer about the 
fame, that he ſhould communicate it-to-them, .in or- 
der to their drawing vp an Anſwer.) The Commit-' © 
tee conſiſts of Dr. Bates, Mr. Hammond, Mr. How, 
Mr. Alſop, Mr. Williams, Mr. Stretton, Mr. Woodhouſe, 
Mr. 8pademan, Mr. Nath, T aylor. £8 
' Sept. 20. 1697- [The-Anſwer of the Committee to 


the Report, &c, was read, and ordered to be read a fe- +». - 
* cond time next Monday.} Note, 1. They of the Com- 
mittee, who applied rhemſelves to this Work, were 
- Mr. Hammond, Mr. Alſop, Mr, Williams, Mr. Stret- 


ton, Mr, Woodhouſe, Mr. Spademan, and Mr. Nath, 
Taylor. ' Six of them ſeverally peruſed this Anſwer 


to the Report 3 andafter ſeveral Meetings, all the Seven _ _ 


Unanimouſly agreed thereto, and brought it to the 
Meeting as the Anſwer they had prepared. The moſt 
material parts were read to Dr. Bates (particularly 
the Propoſal, p. 27, 28. The Account of the Sabſcri- 
ption to the firſt Paper, and concerning my Book, p. 


41, 42, &c.) and approved of by him. Our Rule is, - 
that no matter of moment ſhall be determined, un- * * 


leſs -it have been- openly and freely debated, and a- - 
greed in one Meeting, and then re-aſſumed and con» 
cluded in. a Second Meeting. 3. This Anſwer was 
debated, -and agreed to in the Meetings tho a Bro- 
ther had obje&ed againſt its being in the Name of the 
Body. Sep. 29. 1697. [Reſolved that the Reading of 
the Anſwer to the Report, be deferred to this day 
Fortnight, that the Committee may have time to con- 
fider.] Note, x. The occalion of this delay, was not. 
any thing objeed againſt any part of this Anſwer ; 
But three of the Brethren inſiſted that it was too  - ? 
. A 2 | great # 


The Preface.” 


great a Condeſcention in the Body, to Anſwer ſo.in- | 


ſignificant a Perſon as the Author of the Report 3-And 


- that this Preſent Anſwer ſhould be Publiſhed by a par- 


ticular Brother, and that ſome inconveniency might 
attend putting forth any Anſwer in the Name of the 


Body. 2. The thing to be conſidercd by the Commt- , 


tee was, what expedient could be offered, or Reafon 


* given, why this Anſwer ſhould not be Publiſhed in 


' Committee met, and debated. But one of the 


—_ vy 


the Name of the United Miniſters as ſuch. F: The 
orelaid 
three Brethren remained unſatisfied, that any Anſwer 


ſhould be Printed in the Name of the Body of the - 
United Miniſters. The debate was put off to another 


time. 
Odtober 11. 1697. [Mr. Hammond acquainted the 
Brethren that the Committee was not ready to give in 


their Reporrt.] Upon ſome of the Brethren begining 


to expreſs their reſentments at theſe delays ; 1 ſpake 
£0 this effet:; [Mr. Xoderator, Tho | have met with 
no Reaſon that's cogent with me, or with many of the 


rethren, why any be unwilling the Anſwer ſhould 


be Publiſhed in the Name of the Body of the United 
Miniſters, yer the diſſatisfaction of any worthy Bro- 
ther, &c. Is fo inconvenient at this jun&ure, that 1 
{hall not iufiſt on the preſent reading of our Anſwer 
here, —But I ſhall acquaint you, that ſome or other of 
the Brethren will cauſe this Anſwer to be Printed, 
with an Account how far it hath proceeded among us.] 
This proved a fatisfying expedient, of which no Man 
expreſſed any diflike. Hereupon a Vote which paſt 
nemne contradicente, Sep. 27. 1697. ( When all were 
preſent, who deſired further time to conſider whether 
the Anſwer ſhould be in the Name of all the United 


Tliniſters) was now repeated and unanimouſly appro- 


ved; the Vote was, [We Judge it needful that there 
be an Anſwer to two Papers, called the Report and 
the Remarks, in Vindication of the United Miniſters 
trom the Charge therein made agaiaſt them.) Thus 
| | far 


Or 
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The Preface, _ HA 
far and no further did this Anſwer to the Report, 
proceed in our Meeting of Miniſters ; nor did I keep 
it a ſecret when in the Preſs. Bnt moſt of the Bre- 


Thren were informed thereof, whereat none expreſſed 
(that I know of ) any diſſatisfattion. As for the Ept- 


{He and the RefleFions on the Remarks, they went no 
further than the Committee,and were not to be brought 
to the Mecrting till afrer the Anſwer had paſt. 

Tho this Narrative informs you, that this Anſwer 
i5 not Publiſhed in the Name of the Body of the Uni- 
ted Miniſters, becauſe the Confirmation of it by a ſe- 
cond Reading is ſuſpended, and only ſo. Yet the Ori- 
ginal Papers and the Matters of Fact declare, are as 
unqueſtionable, and the DoQrines herein acknowledg- 
ed are as much their common ſentiments. as if the An- 
ſwer had been Publiſhed in the Name of the Body, For 
I.appeal to the Book of Sr. Hellens, for the Truth of 
this Narrative, and to the Copy peruſed and marked 
by the Committee, that there is no Change inthe 4#- 
ſwer to the Reporr, except one amendment jn the date 
of time. Nor in the Epiſtle, or Reflettions on the Re 
"marks, beſides one expreſlion ſoftned by the Commit- 
tees direction. 
' Could rhe Anſwer of a particular Brother, as well 
expreſs the Dottrines aſſented to by the United Mint- 
ſters, and obtain the ſame Credit in a recital of Mat- 
ters of Fatt (in both which lies their Vindication ) as 
this Anſwer [which their Committee was appointed 
ro draw, and which they brought in to the Meeting as 
their prepared Anſwer, and which was once agreed to 
by the Body, and unexcepted againſt in any- one Paſ- 
ſage, when it was ſuſpended to gratify three of the 
Brethren,} 1 ſhould have preferred the Liberty of An- 
ſwering alone, if I had not Judged it needleſs after ſo 
great an Anſwer as the Faithful Rebuke, which was ſo 
acceptable that only the modeſty of the Author pre- 
veuted the thanks of the United Miniſters, for his put- 


. | | ting 


Toe Preface, 
ting a ſtop to the evil effets of the Reports, whilſt 
their Meetings were diſcontinued- 7 

I have ſubjoyned that Second Paper, mentioned in tne 
Report, &. As alſo one of the Letters of the Right 
Reverend the Lord Biſhop:'of Worceſter, and one of the 
Reverend Dr. - Edpards, both whoſe Books Mr. Lob 
cites againſt me : and therefore I thought none fitcer 
to vindicate me againſt his Charge, and their own 
Books from the ill uſe he wreſted them to ſerve, Laſt- 
ly, Mr, Lob's Defence of the Report,. with a Challenge 
to me coming forth, when theſe were in the Preſs , 
Friendſhip and Juſtice to the Rebuker prompted my be- 
ſtowing a few hors ro ſtop the ill effects of this grand 
peice of Art and Miſrcreſentation, (it's nothing elſe) 
until he ſhall better fifr, and more expoſe it. And one 
. thing I hint, which I thought proper for him to over- 

look. If after all this Evidence Mr. Zob can find a peo- 
= ſo credulous and bewitched by prejudice, as to ſay, 
I he United Miniſters, or my {elf, are Socintans ; that 
the difference on our part (tho it's ſo on theirs) have 
been about meer Words or Trifles; that we have op- 
poſed any thing but Groſs Criſpianiſm, that we: brake 
the Union, or refuſed Re-union from a'Zeal for Er- 
rors againſt the ſatisfation of Chriſt, or Juſtification 
by tis Righteouſaeſs ; They deſerve Pity rather than 
Argument. That at laſt Truth and Peace may pre- 

vail, is the Prayer of, | 
| Nov. 17: 1697. Daniel Wilhams. 
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To the Reader. | 

T One are more affliFed than our ſelves under thoſe un- 
ſeaſonable . diſſentions, which we would have Con- 
cealed, when our utmoſt Endeavours and Compliances could 
meither prevent, nor yet put a Period to, But the Authors 
of the Printed Papers which we confute, have contrived. ſo 


to Proclaim our differences, by ſending thoſe ſheets m Let-_ 


ters to moſt of our Miniſters 1m the Kingdom, yea, to for- 


gz. parts, and to Multitutles of Private Perſons: That our” 


De. . 


Ab, 


To the Reader. | 
Defence, inſicad of making our Diviſions more known, will 
ſearce reach thoſe already miſ-informed. Had the Charge * 
contained only ſmall miſtakes, or leſſer Errors ; Chriſtian 
Prudence mt#ht «forbid an Anſwer, But when they publi 
us guilty of ſuch deſtrutive Ofinions, as they ſay ſubvert 
the Do@rine of Chriſts ſatisfaftion, yea, and make it im- 


| p1ſible ; and this not as raſh Cenſurers, but pretending to 


cite our own Paper for their Charge ;, AV indication is ne- 

ceſſary, unleſs we ought to Proſtitute our Miniſtry, betray 

the Truth, lye under the brand of Heretical Opinions, in- 

duce others by our Example to entertain ſuch Errors, and 

Confirm thoſe who are already infeted. Had the Accuſa- 

tion been ſtill confined to ſome particular Brethren, our Pra- 

dice bitherto may convince the Worid, we bad not as a bo- 
dy ſet forth this Vindication : But when the Authors of 
the Report, &c. Accuſe all who ſent the Third Paper, 1. e. 

the Body of the United Brethren in and about London: 

Nothing ſhort of our own Publick Teſtimony.can bs ſuffi- 

cient to declare what our Principles be, or acquit us from 

bolding thoſe horrid Errors, they ſo confidently as well as 
falſely aſcribe unto us. A particular Brothers Defence of 
us would be incompetent to theſe Ends, bad any one been. 
willing thereby to expoſe himſelf. 

And yet tho the Reporters write for, and pretend 10- 
grve the Senſe of all the Diſſenting Brethren, as well as to 
Arraign and Condemn all us the United Mmiſters : Ne- 
vertheleſs, we. dire? our Confutation only to the Authors of 
the Report, and of that called Remarks, with ſuch. as 
conſented to and approved thereof. We are fo far from in» 
tending any other Perſons, that we hope, wane beſides them 
will eſteem themſelves refletted on in this our Defence: Nor 
bad we given any Narrative of the riſe and propreſs of our 
differences (leaſt-more might appear intended;) But that the 
Report ani Remarks do ſo frequently declare, that our 
Dr2ions hitherto bave been cauſed only by our contendin 
for Socinian Errors againſt Chriſts ſatisfattion. We alſs 
deſire the Reader to obſerve that what we call the Firſt Pa- 
per, 1s that which ſeveral Congregational Brethren = 

| iena 


To the Reader. 


tend for. That which we call the Third Paper, ts, that 
* * which the United Brethren ſent as a mean of ReeVmon to 


thoſe wh» bave l:ft the Union. And wh:n we Term ſuch - 
as left the Union, and approve of the wy wh Diſſenters, #t ' 


is not from any diſ-reſpeF, but becauſe the Report chuſeth 
to call them by the Name of Diſſenting Brethren, p. 4. 
Ad whereas once.or twice we have occaſton to give a Nar- 
rative only of ſome. things declared by, ſome of our Bre- 
threng we do no: therem determine concermng ſuch things, 
further than to report that thoſe Brethren haye declared 
ſuch things as we there mention. _ 

With this necc;ſitated Vindication of our ſelves and 
Mniſtry, we thine it incumbent on us to warn all Perſons, 
eſpecia'ly ſuch of you as ſtand more peculiarly related to us ; 
that you be not ſhaken in mind, bus that you remain 
ſtedfaſt in the Fait' in this tims, woen ſeducers not only 
abound, but under various diſeuiſes are ſo unuſually ative, 


and ſucceſsful to the Repreach of Chriſtianity, and the ap- 
parent danger of t1e Souls ſeduced by them. Lament with - 


us to ſee all revealed Religuon expoſed by ſome, the God- 
bead and Satisfattion of Coriſt our Bleſſed Redeemer dent- 
ed by others, and DoFrines which have a direct tendency ts 
labertin'ſm eſpouſed by too many. All which, with the reft- 
duc of the preat Errors at this time Propagated ;, do (how. 
ever mcon/jſtent they ſeem) jointly contribute to the ſub- 
verting of the true Religion, and threaten miſery to theſe 
Kingdoms. | 

And as we would excite your Godly Zeal for the Truths 
and Laws of Chriſt, againſt Opinions, ſubverting the Foun- 


dations of Faith, and militating againſt Pradhical Godli- - 


neſs: So with equal concern we muſt exhort you, to bave 


fervent Charity towards all Chriſlians, and to walk in Peace © 


with all who call upon th? Name of the Lord out of a pure 
Heart. Notmithſkanding differences in leſſer matters. 


Whereunto- we have attained, let us ail walk by the ſame 


Rule, waiting with mutual forbearance, till God ſhall re« 
veal thoſe things to ſuch, Who at preſent are otherwiſe 
 manced than our ſelves, _— Peace 


©. eg Ty” © 69 ." FEY 
Eace is ſo deſirable, that we have ſuffered. our 
bal ſelves to be long miſtepreſented.. in- hopes 
that time at Jeaſt. would fo abate the Prejudi- 
ces of our Diſlenting Brethren , (as the Re- 
5ort calls themjas not to neceſſitate us to aPublick Vin- 
dication of our. ſelves, But to our grief we find that 
he more we ſubmitred, the more ſome. were incoura-® 
red to ſerve their own purpoſes, by expoſing us and 
our Miniſtry. Yet we continued Paſſive nntil a Print- 
2d Paper, entituled, A Report of our Differences.: writ- 
en by ſome of them as if in the name, if not with the 
2onſent, or countenance of the reſt,compels us at laſt,to 
ate Matters of Fa&; as they. ſtand, with: reſpet to 
DoGrinalsz between us the United Miniſters in and a- 
dout London, and ſuch as have Deſerted our Union- 
which we can freely ſubmit to the Judgment of the 
unbiaſs'd Reader, altho we forbear to mention feveral 
things, which would irritate more than thoſe we are 
forced to Recite for our Defence againſt the Paper we 
are now taking into Conſideration.  _ _. 
The Title it bears is, A Report of the preſent State of 
| the Differences in Dodrinals, &c. But upon Pervſal, we 
find it neither an impartial, clear, nor true Report of _ 
thoſe Differences ; nor can the deſign it is to ſerve be 
concealed, eſpecially whea it is ſo induſtriouſly. ſent 
throughout the Kingdom, to impoſe on ſuch. as are 
unacquainted with our Caſe. Before we examine the 
particulars of this Report, it*'s necdful to give an AC» -- 
count of the riſe, and progreſs of our differences, 
wherein it will appear whether we did any thing .to 
break the Union, or ommitrted any. thing within 
our. power to WY Brethren t6 re-tnite, "oo 


_——_— . _— -_ 
— CC —_——— 


had ſeparated from us, or were not inclined to live i 
' liſhed the 7 eads of an Agreement between the Presbyteri 


- an and Congreg tional Mmiſters ( as then diſtinguiſhd 


" Fames and Mr, Mather, which two alſo are now fal 
| lenaſleep in the Lord. Theſe Heads of Agreemen 


ES3 - 
on 
Peace, when their unperſwadeableneſs made us fo w oth 
happy, as to be deprived of their deſired 'Society.” ÞÞ"< 

About the beginning of the Year,-1691. were Pull - 


in and about London, which were drawn up by a numbe 
deputed by thoſe of both Denominations : of the fir 
were, Mr. Hamond, Mr. How,Mr. Williams, Mr Strettol 
with Dr. Anneſly and Mr. Aayo, who both of ther 
are n"*y at reſt in the Lord. Ofthe other were, M 
Griffith, Mr. Mead, Mr. Chauncey, Mr. Lobb, with M 


were Aſſented to (as far as we know,) by all the Pre 
byterian 3nd Congregational Miniſters then in and abou 
London, except Mr. Cole, Mr. Mather, and Mr. Rich. Tay 
lor. Among other things, we therein declared, Frf 
© We would meet and Conſult, without the -leaſt ſha 
© dow of ſeparate, or diſtinct Parties. Secondly, Th: 
* as to what appertains to foundneſs of Judgment ir 
*matters of Faith, we eſteem it ſufficient that a Churc 
© acknowledge the Scriptures to be the Word of God 
© the perfeQ and only Rule of Faith and PraQtice ; anc 
© own either the DoQtrinal part of the Articles of the 
© Church of Fngland, or the Confeſſion, or Catechiſms| 
* ſhorter or larger, Compiled by the Aſſembly at Weſt 
* minſter ,'or the Confeſſion agreed_on at the Savoy tc 
© beapreeable to the ſaid Rule. - 
By the f;rft, we thought our meetings of Miniſters 
were ſecured, and oppoſite Meetings prevented. -By 
the latter, we provided, that our Union ſhould not be 
diſſolved by every different Opinion 3 eſpecially ſu 
as were known to beeſpouſed by Perſons when admit- 
ted Members of the Union, as the Reverend Mr; Bax 
ter, Mr. Cockain, &c, This Union was tollerably main 
tained for a while, notwithſtanding the attempts of 


ſome 


: N01 | 
live Wome to break it, as we have reaſon to fear, and of 
ſo yFÞthers to'make it ſerviceable to purpoſes not fit to be 
ty. Wnentioned. ; : 
* Pull About Of»b:r, 1692. Mr. Chauncey in a meeting of 


he united Miniſters after many warm Expreſſions, de- 
Jared, he would leave their meetings, and break off 
rom their Union. The Cauſe he alledged, was our 
aking no Cognizance of a taper of Objections, ſub. 
cribed by Mr. Griffith, Mr. Cele, Mr. Mather, Mr. 


byterj 
niſhd 
10Mbe 
1e fir 


trettonl 

f theeK-»auncey, Mr. Trayl, and Mr. Richard Taylor, againſt 
> MMr. //illiams's Book called, Goſpel Truth Stated, &c, 
h M&vriten ih Confurtation of Dr. Crifps*s unfound Opini- 


bns, which had becn reviv*d,and divulged by his Works 
e printed ; to which Book of Mr. Williams's, an Ap- 
robation is prefixt with ſeveral of our Names. There 


w fa! 
emen 
Pre 


aboy$v<ore many Reaſons we, ſhould take. ſmall notice of 
- Ta hoſe Objettions in our Meetings, ſeeing that three of 
FiMhe /ix Objedtors were not of the Union: The material 


Objections were not only ungrounded, but they recit- 
xd as Mr. Williams's Words in his Bgok, what we 
ound quite contrary to the Letter ot his Expreſſions, 


t ſha 
Th; 


nt it 
wrets We might add many more. * 
Gods But notwithſtanding, we were convinced, That par- 


ticularBrethrens ſubſcribing Mr. H/uliams's Confutation 
of Dr. Criſp*s Errors (which were openly propagated 
to our common Danger and Reproach,) did not affe&t 
the Union, nor the united Miniſters as ſuch; and 
therefore could be no juſt cauſe of any Brothers de- 
ſerting us; yet we appointed a number of the Brerhren 
ter to conſider thoſe ObjeQions againſt Mr. Williams's 
By Buok, who together with the Obje&ors accommoda- 
t hf ted that Aﬀair, by a Subſcription to certain Do- 
macty-<ctrinal Propoſitions, of which you have an account, 
zic-i Printed 1693. called, An Agreement in Dodrinals ;, out 
2x4 Of which we ſhall only colle& theſe Paſſiges. P. 1. 
* Whereis ſome differences have of late ariſen, occaſt- 
- off - oned by a Book written by Mr.}Willizms, Enfituled, 

| | B 3 * Goſpel 


anc 
f the 
{ſm 
Veſth 


y UC 


(4) 
© Goſpel Truth Stated (wherein Dr. Criſps Works r 
* printed are conſidered.) and by ccrtain Books writ 
*ten by Mr. Chauncey in oppoſition thereto, and by 
© an Approbation of divers of vs prefixt to Mr, 1/1 
hiams's Book, and by a Paper Snbſcribec 
« by Mr. Griffith, Mr. Cole, Mr. 4ather, Mr 
*Trayl, and Mr. K. Taylor,” in conjunttion with Mr 
© Chauncey : Itis hereby declared, that neither. the) 
© who Subſcribed thit Approbation prefixed to Mr 
© Williams's Book, did therein more than fignify (a 
* their own Words exprels,) that they judg*d he had, it 
© all that was raterial, fully and rightly ſtated the 
© Truths and Errors therein mentioned as ſuch, with 
© out delivering their Senſe about the Pref:c2, Expli 
© cations, or Proofs thereto belonging ; which Decla 
© ration is not to be eſteemed as a diſapproval of the 
© faid Preface, Explications, or Proofs. 
Here it's plain, that whatever ground of difference 
was pretended from that Book, or the Approbation 
ro it, was then conſidered and adjuſted z that being 
the very expreſs and ſoje matter, which that Agree 
ment refers to: And therefore, how unaccountab!e isÞ/ 
it to maintain Diviſions ſo long after,upon thar ſame 
Pretence ? | 
P. 2. © We and they fay, in order to the compoſing] 

© of matters of Controverſie, &c. We do Subſcribe! 
*theſe following Propoſitions, as what do moſt tully 

© provide againſt the rminian, Antinomian, Socinian,] 
*and Popiſh Errors. &c, Here was declared a full pro- 
vition againſt thoſe reſpeRive Errors. And is it no 
ſtrange, that now juch Phraſes and Words muſt be the 
Standard of Orthodoxy.which neither this Agreement, 
the Church of En;land, the Aſſemblies, nor the confeſſi- 
on of any Church require. 
, P.15.'We ſhai) always throughGod*s gracious aſſiſtance 

" In our futureMiniſtry,to our utmoſt avoid all appear- 


ance 


E402 


"FF ance of oppoſition to one another, ſo as not to hinder or 
WItÞrejudice,but as far as in us lies to promote the ſucceſs 
T hereof, and the common beheht thereby. 

When the tollowing behaviour of ſome of our dif- 
enting Brerhren; is obſerved- in many ſignal inſtances, 
t: might be well ſuſpetted, whether ever they ſub- 
cribed an engagement ſo ſolemn, or if they did, what 
Wan be contrived to oblige them ? But that they ſub- 
ribed ; See p. 16. | dz 
December 16. 1692. © This Day the Brethren, who 
endeavoured to Accommodare this controverſy, did 
with Mr. Yilliams, and Mr. Chauncy, and theſe other 
five, who with him objeQted againſt Mr, #Illiams's 
Book, ſubſcribe to this agreement, and theſe Do- 
ctrinal Propofrions. ' | 


Daniel Williams. Iſaac Chauncy. 
Wamuel Anneſiey. John How. Geo. Griffith. 
ath. Barker. George Hamond, Thg. Cole. 

aw, Veal. Vincent Alſop. Nath. Mather. 
 $joon James. Rich. Mayo. Rob. Trayl. 
ſameHtephen Lob, Sam. Slater. Rich. T aylor. 


olingY © On December 19. This expedient was brought to a | 
cribeF Meeting-of the united Miniiters, who unanimouſly 
expreſſed their approbation in the following words, 
Viz. That thoſe Brethren, who, at the deſire of the 
Unirced Miniſters, conſidered ſome Obje&ions againſt 
Mr. Will:ams's Book, having brovght in the above- 
mentioned expedient, for the Accommodatidn of the 
matters in controverſy ; the United Miniſters have - 
weighed it, and approve of the ſame. Beſides, it 
was further declared by them, that whereas the U- 
nited Miniſters ColleQively conſidered, and as ſu ch, 
have not been deſired to approve of Mr. Williams's 
Book ; in like manner, they do not by any thing in 

| B 3 _ this 


CF” P - 
+ © 
'2 "* 


CE) | 
© this agreement, imply an approbation of Mr. Chgun-W 7. 
© cys Writings in this controverſy ; Nevertheleſs they 
© do rejoyce, that both Mr. Williams, and Mr. Coauncy, 
© havezccepted this offered expedient. 

We hoped after this agreement, Union and Peace 
were well ſecured+ But (alas!) in a little time ( without 
any occaſion given on our parts) we found, beſides the 
endeavours of thoſe, who came not into the Union, to 
prejudice People againft ns and our Doctrine, as well 
as againſt the Union ; Several of thoſe called Congre- 
gational, who were Members of the Union, frequented 
not our Meeting, but oft jovned with the former in a 
Meeting at Pinners- Hall, the very day and hour of the 
Week, in which our Meetings'of Miniſters are ſtatedly 
kept. Yea, and ſome of them in Print reflected on 
our Meetings in very unbeſceming Terms, as will be 
made appear if ovaſion require, Nevertheleſs, our 
Zea! for Peace, did not only, prevail with us to be ft- 
lent under theſe Publick affronts, but ſer.us on making 
. a new Eſſiy for a re-union, about the latter end of the 
Year 1694. To which end, we appointed a Number 
to meet, hoth with the diſſenting Brethren, who had 
lett us; and with ſuch, who had always refuſed to be 
of vs. Theſe diſſeating }rethren pretended nothing 
for their ſeparation, but that there were Erroneous! 
Perſons 1a the Union. To gratify them as to this, theh 
Perſons deputed by us, admitted fich Provition as 
pleaſed thoſe Brethren, againit whatever Errors they 
ſuſpeated any of cur Number gnilty of, This you 
will find in the former Part of the following Paper, 
which was brouzht to onr M-ctiag, as what would fa- 
tisfy the Dilſearers, if 2ſſented to bv ns. © Some of us, 
were {ealible of this New 'mpdofiti >n of theirs (acaiaſt 
who:e Opinions w2 hil © mack to obie*t) and thelſe. 
- dangerous Conſequences of this Multiplying confeſſi-Fc 
Ons, as alſo of frvonring inch 7406 ſulptcions of our c 
Principles, whici we knev they had no Reaſon fors. a 
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any of our Number. Nevertheleſs, we ſubmitted 
Proſpect of a Coalition ; only we finding their Pa» | 
&r to want due Provition againſt Cri/pian and Antino- * 
an. Errors, which many did Publickly Eſponſe and 
bet, we deſired Mr. How, Mr. Stretton, Mfr. Wilktams, 
dd Mr. Zob, to ſupply the ſaid defet. The reſulr 
hereof you have in the enſuing Paper, which was un- 
imouſly agreed to in our Meeting, and ſent from us 


we Mr. Lob,to our Diſſenting Brethren ; In Jan. 7. 1694. 
ore After a Preface it thus follows, 

nted © We the United Miniſters in and about Zondon, 
in a {coniidering of a way whereby to preſerve the Union, 
the $229 prevent any miſtakes, and remove any prejudices 


that may ariſe amongſt us, to interrupt the foreſaid 
Union, do declare, that we ſtill adhere to the Terms 
thereof, and do ſtill ſubmit to the Holy Scriptures as 
the Rule of Faith and PraQtice, and do own the Do- 
7. £trinal part of. thoſe commonly called the Articles of 
.-. (the Church of England, or the Conteſſion, ſhorter 
the or larger Catechiſms, compiled by the Aſſzmbly at 

Weſtminſter, or the Savoy Confeſſion 3 and do re- 
nonnce, and teſtify againſt all Opinions and Do- 


mo crines diſſonant therefrom ; as for inſtance, among 
in many others, TOA 

Y * Firſt, That there is no definite Number of Perſons 
the <Iccted from all Eternity, whom God will by his ap- 
go” pointed means certainly fave, and bring to Eternal 
hey Life, leaving the reſt who fall under a juſt Concem- 
wy nation for their Original and AQval Sins, eſpecially 
Jer © for their neglect and contempt of the means of falva- 
| 590. 2. That Chriſt died equally.for all Men, not 
ne | intending the final ſalvation of ' ſome more rhan 
- ff, others. Thirdly, That Men have ln their own Power 
thell. by the uſe of the Natural Faculties of their reaſon 


" and will, unaſſiſted by the ſpecial Light and Grace of 
'© the Holy Ghoſt, to perform all rhat is neceſſary to 
* ſalvation; or that his ſpecial efficacious Light and 
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© Grace is not neceſſary to their converſion, perſeve 

rance, and final falvation. Fourthly, That agy « 
them whom (od hath foreknown, predeſtinatec 
and called effeftually according to the purpoſe of bi} 
Grace, ſhall fall away either totally, or fo as not t 
be finally gloryfied Fifthly, That Faith, Repe 
tance, a Holy Converſation, or any Act or Wo 
whatever done by us, or wrought by the Spirit « 
God in vs, are any part of that Righteouſneſs fe 
the fake of which, or on the Account whereof, Go 


= juſtify any Man, or Entitle him to Etern 
Lite. | 


SGKawegeane's nar 


. On the other ſide. 

© Firſt, That Men are under no obl;sation to ma 
uſe of their Natural Fac-:lties, with ſuch Extern: 
© means of ſalvation as God affords them, praying i 

hope, for his Gracious aſſiſtance in order to th: 
bleſſed end. Secondly, That God hath not made o! 
fers of Grace by Chriſt, to all within the ſound « 
the Goſpel, teſtifying that whoever believeth ſhall b 
* ſaved, without excluding any, and commandi 
* them to believe accor..ingly. Thirdly, That any a 
© in the ſight of God Juaſtified, or Entirled ro Etern: 
< Life, before they are effeQtually called, or while the 
« remain unregenerate, or in vnbelief. Fourthly, Th: 
© any may expect Pardon without Repentance. Fifthh 
* Thar continued Repentance towards God, and Fait 
. in our Lord Jeſus, and Holyneſs of Heart and Lif 
. are not 1n the Nature of the thing, and by the co 
. 
< 
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ſtitution of rhe Goſpel neceſſary to ſalvation, Sixth! 
That the Moral Law is not of uſe to unregenerat 
Men, to awaken their Conſciences to fly from t 
wrath to come, and drive them to Chriſt, or that 'r 
© not a rule of Life to them that live under the Go: 
pely as well as others. Seventhly, That believers f: 
ling into grievous Sins, do not incur Gods: diſplez 
zure z Or that they may expe& aſſurance otherwiſe 
"7 oa 
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© than by the evidence of thoſe Graces to which the 
Promiſes of ſalvation are made, and by the Teſtimo-. 
<'ny of the Spirit of Adoption witneſſing with our 

Spirits, that we are the Children of God. We have 
thought it our Duty to hear our Teſtimony: againſt 
all theſe Erroneous Opinions, or any other contrary 
to the plain Tenour of the Goſpel of God : And 
we do further proteſt againſt any deſign of undermi- 
ning one another in any matter of Church Govern- 
ment, but do heartily deſire to maintain Communt- 
on with each other, according to the Heads of Agree- 
ment we have aſſented to. And if any thing hath 
© been done or ſpoken by any of us, through miſtake 
© or inadvertency, that may cauſe any juſt offence to the 
* prejudice of the ſaid Union, we are ready vpon bet- 
* ter information to reQify the ſame, ſtill deſiring and 
6 continually reſolving a Brotherly forbearance towards 
© one another, -in any leſſer points wherein we may 
6 differ. . | 

. Ovurconcern for Union will appear, if it be conſfider- 
ed that (to the beſt of our Knowledge) we retained all 
the very words ſent by them to us, as a guard againſt 
cach of the Errors, of which they ſuſpetted any of us: 
the Proviſion we added, is «generally in the words of 
the Aſſembly, to which we hoped they would be more 
eaſily induced to aſſent, than if we had expreſſed our ' 
ſelves in other words; and we limited. our additions 
to ſuch Errors as are the other extreme, asto the Arti- 
cles they had choſen to inſiſt upon, whereas we might 
have provided againſt each of Dr. Cr:ſp's Errors. 

A good. iſſue of this Paper was expected by many of 
us. But to our grief it was rejeted, and no Anſwer 
ſent us concerning it to this yery day : Yea, a Coaliti- 
on hereupon was chearfully hoped for by us, even after 
their Friends had, Nov.7. 1694. Neceflitated four of our 
Number to leave the Lefure at Pinners-Hall,” and all 
ſuch of the diſſentipg, Brethren, who were managers of 
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Che reiief for Poor Miniſters, had deſerted their Aſſo- 
iates with other things, not ſo directly belonging 
Le Body of United Miniſters, as ſuch, Bur alas ! ( as 
they had generally abſented from us long before) all the 
Breihren calld Congregational (except the Reverend 
and Upright Mr. Barker, agd a very few more joyned 
as a ſeparate Party from ns, in the Aonday's Meeting 
at Pinrers-Hal, with the Miniſters who had oppoſed 
the Unien ever ſince it was concluded. : 

"The temper of our Brethrens Spirits, the methods 
ta'2n to expoſe us. their diſappointing us ſo often, 
when we thought they had been obliged; And the 
unfucceſsfulneſs of fo many probable attempts for Re- 
union, mizhr well diſcourage any further endeavours : 
yet when we heard that any of theſe Brethren had the 
eaſt diinofition towards Peace, we applyed our ſelves to 
an Accommodation. In order thereunto, the Reve- 
read Dr. Bates, Nr. Hammend, Mr. ll, and Mr, Sla- 
ter, in concurrence with Mr, How, and Mr. Williams, 
were. delired to draw-up a propoſal, which they 
brought to cur Meeting, as that wnerein they were all 
agreed; and after we had ſeveral days conſidered the 
{ame, it was unanimoully afſented to, and ſent by us in 
a Letter to oar Erethren, 


1he Paper, by the Report called the third Paper, 
which was ſent by the United Brethren to ſuch as 
hai left the Union. . 
! ww Hereas ſome unhappy Differences have ariſen'a- 
«© MONg us, principally about the Doarin of 
Jukrfication, as ſet forth in Mr. V/lliams*'s Book, 
*entitnled, Goſpel Truth Stated, to which Neveral of 
4 our Names are, prefixt; we being willing to give all 
rcatonable iatisfaction therein, for the removing the 
* pz2ſear, and preventing all future Differences, which 
will 


("11 ) | 
will otherwiſe tend to. the diſhonour of God, dif: 
© qtiet of his Churches, ' and danger of Souls; do here 
© by declare our Judgment concerning the ſame. 
© That we adhere to our former Approbarion of the 
< Doctrinal Articles of the Church of England, or Con- 
* feſſion of Faith compiled by the Aſſembly at eſte 
© minſter, or that at the Savoy, as agreeable to the 
© word of God, and particularly, to. the Articles col- 
© lefted by us out of the Confeſſion. with the Cate- 
© chiſms compiled by the ſame Aſſembly, printed 1693. 
* Aud farther declare, That if any fhall expreſs him- 
* ſelf diſagreeably thereto, in any momentous Points of 
© Dodtrin, we will with Brotierly gandour and kind- 
© neſs endeavour to give, and receive juſt ſatisfaQti- 
on therein, bearing with. one anothers Infirmiries, 
© 3nd different Sentimeats in matters of leſſer weight, 
*not contending about Logical, .or ' Philoſophical 
© Terms, or meer Human Forras of Speech, - not judging 
© it reaſonable or juſt, to charge upon any ſuch conſe- 
*quences of any expreſſion or opinion of his, which. 
*.he himſelf ſhall difown. 
* And we further declare, as to the ſpecial matters, 

6 in difference, Se 

Concerning Juſtification. That altho the expreſs word 
6 of God do aſſert the neceſſity of Regeneration,to our 
© entring into the Kingdom of God ; and requires Re- 
© pentance, that our Sins may be blotted out; and Faith 
* in Chrift, that we may ve juſtified ; and” Holineſs of 
* Hearc anJ1 Life, without. which we cannot ſee God. 
© Yet that none of theſe, or any work done by Men,or 
© wrouv2ht by the Spiric of 'God in them, 1s, under any 
* Denominarion whatſoever, any. part of the Righ- 
© teouſneſs for the ſake, or onthe account whereof, God 
* doth pardon, 'juſtihe, or accept Sinners, or entitle 
© tiiem to Eternal Life, that being only the Righteouſ- 
*nels of Chriſt without them, imputed to them, and 
© rece.,vel by Faith alone. 8 
1, Of 
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Ul. *Ofa Commutation of Perſons between Chriſt 

© 2nd us. As we are to conſider our Lord Jefus 
© Ehrilt in his Obedience, and Sufferings, as God and 
© Man. inveſted with the Office of Metliator z So it Is 
© apparent, this Commutation of Perſons with us was 
© not natural, inreſp2& of either nature, by which his 
© Individual Subſtance ſhould become ours, and ours 
© his; nor Moral, in reſpe& of Qualities, or Attions, 
© whereby he ſhould become inherenrly Sinful, and we 
© unmel i ately Sinleſs. Nor was it any change where - 
© by his office ofMediator ſhould be transfered on us. But 
Cit is to be underſtood in a Legal, or Judicial Senſe (as 
© we may call it) wz. He by agreement between the 


© to repent and believe for us, which the Goſpel re- 
© quires of vs as our Duty (tho he hath unde: taken the 
© Elett ſhall in due time be inabled thereto ) But to an- 
*{wer for our violation of the Law of Works : Ae 
© berg 1made ſin for us, that knew no in, that we might be. 
* made the righteouſneſs of God in lim, 2 Cor. 5 21. 
Hl. © Of Gai's being pleaſed or diſpleaſed with 
. Chri ſt, as ſtanding, and ſuffering in our ſtead, We 
- judge that God was always pleaſed with Chriſt, both 
in his Perf{on, and execution of ail his Offices, which 
is expreit mo{t particularly in that of his Prieftly, 
197024 17, 18. Therefore doth my father love me, becauſe 
 *T lay down my life, &c. And no otherwiſe diſpleaſed 
| * than as having a diſpaſſiznate W ill to infli& upon him 
| © the puniſhment of our Sins, which he had underta- 
| - ©ken to bear, thar God might, without injury to his 
© Jaltice or Honour, pardon an'l fave penitent Behevers, 
© tor his ſatisfaXion, and Interc2on founded thereon. 
| * Mr. /-illiams freely declareth his Concurrence 
J| _ * with 5 ia theſe three particulars, and that his Judg- 
|| *-ment was never contrary to the ſence of this Paper, 
© 10r Which he appeals to the ſajd Book : So it is mani- 
* t2:7, rhat when he uſeth the phraſe of no chanze of 
. Perſons 
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© Father and Him, came into our room and ſtead, not 
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© Perſon between Chriſt and the Ele&, it could not be 
© intended as adenial ot a change of Perſons between 
© Chriſt and us in the General Sence, but only in oppoſt- 
© tion to the Opinion of his adverſary he wrote againſt, * 
© for in that very place he exprelly affirms, That Chriſt 
© ſuffer'd and dycd m our Room, and ſtead. And we do 
© geclare, that whoſoever ſhall be found, to expreſs 
© themſelves in their Preaching or Writing agreeably 
© to this Paper, and to the meationed Articles or Con- 
© feflions, we ſha!l eſteem them to deliver. the fincere 
© Goſpel of our Lord and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt ; and it 

© ſhall be remote from us to oppoſe or refle& vpon, but 

* we ſhall to our vtmoſt Encourage, and give Counte- 
© nance to one anothers Miniſtry therein. : 

© Such of us, whoſe Names are prefixed to the ſaid 

Book, do declare they were viven to the State of 

© Truth and Errors, as formerly cxpreſt in the Paper, 

© intituled, The agrecment in Dofrine, Subſcribed and 


| © Publiſhed, 110 Dom. 1692. | 


They who framed this Propoſal had before them two 
Papers, one which the report calls the firſt Paper, 
which one of our Brethren had with great Condeſcen- 
ſion and Inclination to Peace, concerted with ſome of 
the Diſſenters : Which Paper, altho it was never.pro- 
poſed to, nor read in any of our Publick Meetings of 
Miniſters, and was unanimouſly agreed to be laid aſide 
with a Second Paper, that had been brought unto us by 


- another Brother ; Yet-it's manifeſt, the Brethren in 


the framing of this Third ( which is our only Paper ) 
greatly Accommodated themſelves to the Model of the 
firſt : For they admit a new Debate concerning Mr. 
Williams's Book, after a Solemn | Accommodation of 
that whole matter, when the Diſſenters had unjuſtly 
made it an occaſion of difference ſo many Years before , ' 
they alſo recite two Paſſages of Mr. /, iliiams, as ex. 
cepted againſt by the Diſſenters, 1:4 limit the Declara- 
tion ofgour Judgment to the JT hrce Z/cads, the —_— 
di 


did chooſe to inſiſt vpoo, whereas you will preſently 
read a Vote of us unized Miniſters, wherein we 
require a diſowning of very many Antinomian Errors, 
Publiſhed by ſeveral of theſe. Diſſenters, whenever 
they ſhall make the diſowning of any Pallages out of 
Books Writren againſt Antinomianiſm, a Term of Uni- 
on. Yea further, we retain the whole Proviſion of the 
Firſt Paper, againf any of our ſurmized Errors in the 
Doctrine of Juſtification, and what we add 1s in Scrip- 
tare Words. And in the other two Heads, we come 
as near as we can with Truth, and Freedom trom Am- 
biguiry, in Points of ſo great Concernment, and in a 
time when ſo many are at work to.Propagate Criſpia- 
niſm, and Antinomianiſm. A Coalition could be no 
indifferent thing to ſuch, who to obtain 1t do thus con- 
_ deſcend, and* deny themſelves. Burt to give our ato 
tempt a yet greater advantage, we omitted not to ad- 
| dreſs our ſelves to our Brethren, with the moſt affecti- 
onate, fervent, and humble intreaties, and ſupplicati- 
ons, as well as perſwaſive Arguments z as you will ſee 
in this Letter which we ſent to them, with the fore- 
mentioned Paper.  _ . 

Note, It was declared, that by the words [under any 
Denomination whatſoever] we exclude a'l Righteouſncſs 
from being Meritorious,or Attoning, yea,or a procuring Cauſe 
of theſe benefits; -none 1s at all ſo, but the Kighteouſneſs of 

Chriſt. But we intended nt to exclude what the Goſpel re- 
quireth in order to our interſt, in thoſe benefits given for tbe 
ſake of Chriſts Righteouſneſs. Eon | 


TO 


(15) | 
To our Reverend, and duely Reſpedted, and 


Beloved Brethren in our common Lord. 
and Saviour Feſus Chriſt, Mr. Griffith, 
Mr. Mead, Mr. Chauncey, /r. James, 
Mr. Lobb, and the reſt of the Brethren 
of the Union, (who for ſome time.) haye 
forborn to meet with the United Miniſters 
at Dr. Annefley's Meeting Place. 


Reverend Brethren, 


FJ OUR forbearing to meet with vs at our ordinary 
times and places for ſo many months, harh made 
a deep, and ſmarting impreſſion on our Spirits, and fil- 
led our Hearts with Grief ahd Wonder. With Grief, 
becauſe we have been ſo long deprived of much of that 
Satisfaction and Aſſiſtance, which your preſence with us 
was wont to afford 'us. With Wonder, becauſe we 
could neither apprehend nor receive any certain In- 
formation of thoſe Reaſons, which prevailed with you, 
to keep off ſo long from our Conventions. For to 
this day you never acquainted vs, dire&Qly, and clearly, 
of any Offence that was ever offered tn you, by the 
united Miniſters, as ſtanding in that Capacity, had you 
been pleaſed to ſignifie your Reſentments to them. 
they take themſelves to have: been obliged to have 
ſought out proper ways and means for the removal of 
all Prejudices, and of rendring to you, reaſonable and 
due fatisfaftion. All the light that we have received 
2bout matters in difference between us, hath been from 
a, reverend Brother, who told us, that by Conference 
with ſome who forbear to come to our Mectings, he 
| under= 
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under ſtood, that they apprehended, there are thoſe in 
our Union, who have Sentiments about the. DoQtrin of 
Jultificari on, different from the common Faich of all 
Orthodox Proteſtants, and ſo diſſonant from the Holy 
Scriptures, and the Confeſſions, which have -been 
owned and approved by us. The ſame Brother added, 
that if there were ſufficient Evidence and Aſſurance gi- 
ven them, that the Body of the United Miniſtsrs would | 
approve themſelves, ſound, clear, and ſtedfaſt in that 
moſt weighty and important Dodqrin (which we all 
ackrowledge to be Articu{4s ſtantis vel cadentis Etleſte,) 
they would then maintain allBrotherly communion with 
us. When this was noti hed to us, we preſently con- 
ceived great and good Hopes, that all Jealouſies might 
be eaſily removed, ana that a Redintegration of 
Aﬀecttions would immediately follow. And what 
ſhould hinder ? For ifyou do attentivel7, and deiide- 
Tately weigh what is Aſſerted in the Article of Juſti- 
fication, in the incloſed Paper, (which was unanimouſ- 
ly agreed unto, after open Reading, and that vpon | 
RR Days) we are confident, that it will evidently 
and undeniably appear, that we.perfealy agree with | 
our Brethren in theEvangelicalDoarin of Juſtification, 
even in the very Phraſes and Modes of Expreſſion. 

Our Agreement in the DoGrin of Juſtification, 
which was as the Teſt and Cement of our Union, be- 
ing ſo happily Eſtabliſhed and fixed ; we ſhall need to 
ſay but little, rovching the other. ewo points mention-' 
edin the incloſed Paper : which (as we think) are ſo 
clearly and candidly ſtated, that we believe, ( as we 
ſuppoſe,upon ſure and certain grounds)there will be no- 
thing remaining (uponthat account) to obſtruR our en- 
tire and hearty Union | 

It would þe ſuperfluous to lay before you any con- 
fiderations to ſer forth the defirableneſs, uſefulneſs, we 
may add the neceſſity of Miniſterial Concord : Or to 

repreſent the ſin, and miſchief that will inſeparably 
| | cleave 
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leavo to our unbrotkerly breaches. We all find (by 


fad experience) what advantage is given thereby, to 


ome who ſeek occaſion to reproach us, and to hinder 


the ſucceſs, or acceptableneſs of our Miniſtry.. They 


do certainly wiſh, and will endeavour to make our 


wound incurable. But we truſt, the Lord will blaft 


heir Deſigns, and Fruſtrate their ExpeQtations, by en=- 
ightning our Minds, to receive and hold faſt all Truths, 
and ſpecially thoſe which are Fundamental : And by 


his Grace, moſt ſweetly and effeQtually draw our Hearts 
to Love as Brethren : That we may cloſely, ſtrongly, 
ard intimately knit-together in inviolable Bonds : And 


o Guide vs, that we may all follow after the things 


that make for Peace, and the: things wherewith one 


ay edify another, 
And now (Dear Brethren) we do, with all ſincerity  . 
and ardor, beſeech yori to meet us with the like Frame 
of Spirit; that our only Emulation and Contention may 
be, who'fhall'be moſt Induſtrious to promote the in- 


T& tereſt of our Lord Redeemer ; Be moſt uſeful to the 
| Souls we are ſet to watch over : And be moſt forward 
& to embrace each other in the Arms of Love. 


That theſe Bleſſed Ends may be the more effeQually 
purſued, we do (with all importunity and fervor) be- 
feech you to return to and frequent; our Meetings, as 
ye have formerly done : That we may joyn with you 
there, in your Holy Prayers : Be aſſiſted with your 
wholeſome Counſels, and be refreſhed with your much 
deſired Society : That we may with one Mind, and one 


| Mouth Glorify God, even the Fatheriof our Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt. Amen. | | 

If, after the peruſal of the incloſed Paper, ye meet 
with any thing therein that may ſeem to need further 
Explanation: And ye be willing to entertain a Confe- 


| rence about it : Be pleaſed ro appoint the time and 


place, when and where, a determinate Number of the 
United Miniſters, may meet with a like Number * 
| _” the 
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the Brethren Nominated by you, and we ſhall moſt rea- 
dily and chearfully comply with your Propoſal, Hows 
beit, we muſt add, That we hope, we have already ſet 
down our ſentiments, as Nakedly and Perſpicuouſly as 
we could expreſs, in purſuance of our End, which was 
to give you all poſſible ſatisfation—We conclude this 
Paper with two earneſt requeſts to you. (1.) Upon 
_ the hopes which you have conceived, that (thro the 
Grace and Bleſfing of our God) the differences which 
have riſen among us, will be brought tojan happy com- 
poſure : We importunately beſeech you, to uſe your ut- 
termoſt Endeavours, to perſwade theſe Brethren who 
have not as yet entred into our Union, that they will 
joyn with us in it. (2.) That you would (afſoon as 
conveniently you can ) vouchſafe us an Anſwer to this 
Our Letter. 
Finally, Brethren Farewell, Be Perfed#, be of Good 
Comfort, .Be of one Mind, Live in Peace : And the God 
of Love and Peace ſhall be with you, Signed at Dr. Anu-M 
neſiei*'s, October 27. 1696. By Mr. Hammond Mod e-WWt 
Xator, % 


SuuwWwG©<R ago mT 


To our Letter ſo Submiſſtue, Peaceable, and 
i mpo: tunate, we recetved this and no otheri 
| ab): 


Anſwer. 


Reverend Brethren, 


Hs received from you a Letter with a Paper in-F 
cloſed, in Anſwer thereunto ſuffer. us to acquaint # 
you, that a Paper Subſcribed by a conſiderable Numberf 
of you, and approved of by us ſome Moaths' ſince, f 
which we have Reaſon to believe ſome of you have h 
the peruſal of ;. we therefore to whom your Letter is - 
directed, do not reckon it Brotherly in us to forſakeM « 
them who have Subſcribed the foreſaid Paper, bur do 


rather 


3 


Cy: 

ther Judge our ſelves bound in Conſcience to entreat 
ſet ur hearty Concurrence with them, and us, in that 
ſt Paper ; which, as we have already ſaid, hath been 
bſcribed by very Principal and Reverend Miniſters, 
this bly eſteemed both by you and us: and this we hope, 
xy, through the Bleſſing of God, be the ſpeedieſt way 


Po obrain the deſirable End. 
hich TH 

om-W/cribed in the Name of ſeveral of the Brethren, 
r ut-Wo whom your Letter was Communicated. 


His is the Letter our reporter Complains we gave 
no reply to, wherein we think we paid a great 
ard to them who ſent it, and we ſhall ſtill overlook 
F dtherwiſe than to Note, +ir/#, It is more than 
bable ſome of us peruſed, what a conſiderable Num- 
of us Subſcribed. Secondly, Our Brethren who 
ſcribed, could not Judge it unbrotherly, to be for. 
n for laying aſide the firſt Paper, when every one 
them had laid ir alide before, and joyned in the 
herd Paper, and in the Letter whereto this Anſwer is 
Wen ( which it's ſtrange any of the Diſſenters could 
gnorant of.) Thirdly, What is the deſirable End ? 

| they ſaid Union, it would have been more accep- 
alle :0 us, than it ſeemed to be to ſuch of themſelves, 
Wo declared in one or the Meetings about this expe-. 
t, that ir was not intended by this attempted a- 
Fcment, that they would joyn with us in our Meet- 
- Ws as United Miniſters, but that an agreement in 


aint WEtrine might be a ſtep to further . Union : Yea, we 
nber MW ſcarce hope they would have re-united, could we 
ince, Me ſubmitted to their Papers, becariſe,as we are infor- 


had, Mr. Cole and Mr. 4-ather refuſed their aſſent to 
er is And this their Letter was ſubſcribed in the Name, 
-{akes of /everal (not of all) to whom it was Communica- 
r dof; nor (as we find) was any Union, or Agreement 
ther Waged,or expreſſed, except in DoQtrine, had this ex- 
. G 2 | pedient 
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pedient obtained. This is the true State of the © 
- berweea our Brethren and us: Conld we have obtaif 
ed a re-union upon mutual forbearance wherein we « 
fer : Had any of theſe Accounts of our Principles | 
tisfied them ; (Tho? we therein admit ſo rigid and fi: 
a Tryal wherein they ſuſpeted us, and propoſe ſoy 
ry ſhort and eaſy a Teſt when v.e affirm the Trut 
denied by them) Had our impor tunity for Peace, atte 
ded with much Patience and Condeſcention, been: 
cepted ; the miſchievous effe&ts of our differences h 
been prevented. Nor can we gueſs what would pt 
vail with the Authors of theſe Diviſions, unleſs tha 
Book ſhould be diſowned, which, the Subſcribers 
convinced, is of great uſe for the Defence of the Gt 
pel in a time abounding with Errors: And ſuch Tra 
betrayed, as the uſefulneſs of our Miniſtry and Prat 
cal Religion depend upon : things we are ſure Ch 
would not app' ove, nor could we expeR a Peace 
bought to provea Bleſling, | 

We were well aſſured, that a faithful Account of 
State of things among, us, muſt acquit us of the blz 
of thoſe unhappy differences, and prevent the adv 
tages ſome made by miſ-repreſenting us : 'Neve 
leſs, we had {till remained filent, if this ſo unjuſt a 

(with. a Paper of remarks following it ) had 

n obtruded on the World, and with Art ſcatter 
throughout the Kingdom, vea, ſent to Forreign NaſſÞbr 
Ons as can be proved ; after this, indeed our filet 
would proclaim us ſtupidly inſenſible and unconcerr 
for the common Good, as well as for our own repu 
tion and uſefulneſs. | 

We ſhall proceed to conſider what is material in t 
Report. | 

Firſt, The Report faith, Our differences may be re 
ced to Chriſts ſatisfa&ion and the Penal S1anton of 
Fs tho katherto, the greateſt ſtruggle bath been about 

rſt, | 
Np | W 7 
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he call 4:/”. 1. The firſt was no part of the difference till 
obtaiif late, that Mr. Lobb contrived to make it fo, rho? 
we dWithout any Reaſon; for Mr. |Wilkams rightly and fully 
ples Wlerted the firſt in his Books, And the vtmolt that 
and fifl8n be made of the latter is, that Mr. Wrlliams aſſerts 
> ſo vſhat if the Precepts of the Law of Works be conſi- 
TrutFered, as taken into the Goſpel, they fall under the 
, atteſpoſpel Santtion; and tho' in this reſpe& there is a 
een MWange of the Sanction, yet the Precepts . conſidered 
ces hiWill as a part of the Law of Works, they are under 
ie ſame Legal Sandtion as at firſt, which is to ſay, 
he Covenant of Works and the Goſpel Covenant dif- 
r. And yet this ſeems to be reſerved for a New 
ontroverſy, if we had agreed to their very mode of 
xpreſling the point he inſiſteth on, 
Anſw. 2. It's a very great miſtake, that our differ- 
nce with them is reduced to theſe two points, alas ! 
extends to many other things (/:z.) Moſt of Dr. 
riſp's Opinions, as to which they refuſe to give us ſa- 
isfaction, tho? he granteth theſe two are all they quar- 
el with us about, and how unjuſtly will preſently be 
Ween. We ſhall deteQ his miſtake by a briet Narracive. 
1. The difference Originally appeareth to be about 
10ſt of thoſe Poſitions, called Truths and Errors in the 
State of them in Mr. Williams's Book ; for Six of the 
Diſſenters did not only obje& ſome particuler Paſſages; 
put they deny thoſe to be Truths which are called 
774th, and ſuch to be Errers which are called Errors, In 
the 2.5. 7.8. 12.16. 18. and 19. Chapters of that 
WBook : Yea, they ſay, They find not Truth and Error 
rightly Stated in other places beſides theſe ; Thus they ſay, 
Mr. Chauncyes Neonomianiſm unmasked, Par. 3. P. 96. 
© Whereas many of our Brethren Subſcribed, that each of 
e reſtheſe were rightly Stated. He that will Read the 
of F Truths and Errors in thoſe ſeveral ar gn, may 
out i} judge of the difference, and whether any of Dr. Cri/p's 

Errors will be difowned. 2. In the forcited Articles 
A, . C3 1694. 
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1694. You'll find that when we had owned ſuch to bt 
Errors, which they required of vs, yet they refuſed tc 
difown thoſe Errors which we added; and therefor: 
the difference at that time, reſpected whatever the) 
refuſed to agree with us in, and was not ever finct 
Accommodated, 3.: The Keporter cannot be Ilgno 
rant, that September 15. 1695. *© .T his Vote unani 
© mouſly paſſed among the United Brethren, y 
© reading a Paper relating to ſeveral dangerous Ex 
© preſlionsin favour of Antizomianiſm, if thatany thing 
© objected out of Books written againſt #ntinomianiſ1 
© be required to be diſowned as a Term of Unio 
© that thoſe things read this Day, and further to be 
© Collected of that kind out of the Books on the othe 
© ſide, ſhall be required to be diſowned. 


Some things CollefFed ont of the Books of 


Mr. Chauncy, Mr. Cole, Mr. Mather 
and Mr. Trail. 


To talk of a Goſpel threat, is a Catechrefzs at beſt} 

and nothing elſe can ſave it trom being a Bull, 
Pardon is rather the Condition of Faith, and much 
more having a cauſal influence thereunto, than Faith} 
and Repentance are of Pardon, It was fin, as the 
&/%,wix that Chriſt bore, the fault of ſin was laid up 
on Chriſt, the {in it ſelf as oppoſed to guilt. Chriſt 
was. reputed a Criminal, not only by Man, but by 
God. As to the Ele&, there was never any Guilt 
upon them, in reſpett of the Righreous Judgment 0 
© God, in foro Dez, but that which Accompanied the 
© Letter of the Law, ſetting in with the Conſcience, 
* Juſtification is before effettual Vocation—Thec 
© Doctrine of Juſtification before Faith is not an Error, 
© but a Great and Glorious Truth, Juſtification in re- 
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© gard of Application muſt be before believing —The 
* firſt Application, ordiae nature ſaltem, is to an un- 
= godly Man, eco nomine that he may believe; we be- 
© lieve that we may be juſtified declararively. It is 
© denied, that God requires Faith as an Indiſpenſible 
* Qualification in them, - whom he will juſtify for 
* Chriſts merits—He denies that unbelief is the Cauſ@ 
why Men are barred from Juſtification, and Obnoxi- 
ous to Miſery, He faith, you talk of an offer tothe 
Non ele, and that offer you ſay mult be ſeriqus, &c. 
But I Pray,where is any offer of Grace to the Non- 
elect at all, as ſuch; And ſhew me any Grace giveny ' 
or Goſpel Duties required of the Ngp-ele&, or Be- 


anif) 


Inio 


to bg 

' othe nefits promiſed to the Non-elett, upon their perfor- 
mance of Grace and Duties, &c. And what if the 
Non-ele& be in as bad a Caſe as the Devils, Is God 
bound to be any better to them than to the Devils ? 

5 0 God hath not ſaid, I will ſave a Non-ele& Perſon if 

her he believe, more than he hath ſaid; a Horſe ſhall be a . 


C 

c 

£ 

C 

C 
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c 

c 

C 
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* Man,if he can'uſe Reaſon, or ſpeak, or a Man ſhall be 
© a Horſe if he hath four Feet. God was reconciled to 
© the ele@ at Chriſts Death, but we are reconciled ta 
© God by the Goſpel Miniſtry. Union with Chriſt 

© is before Faith, at leaſt Natura, and we partake of 
© the Spirit by Virtue of that Union : there 1s a Com- 
© pleat Union with Chriſt before the A of Faith. All 
© that a believer can pray for, is the further maniteſta? 
© tion of Pardon, for he knows that all his fins are 
* Pardoned. A believer is to work from Life and not 
© for Life. It's a great Truth that God ſees no fin in 
© a believer, fin can do no real hurt to a believer. 
© God isnot diſpleaſed with his People, and is not an- 
* gry with the Perſons of believers, for their fins. 
© Legal Convictions before ſaving Faith are no more 
* than fin, it's but the Filthy Conſcience polluting guilt 
© of ſin, There is no Preparatory; work diſtin® from - 
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© Gods AR in effeQtual Calling. The Goſpel is no 
© Rule of Judgment, rhat's the Law only. The Goſ- 
© Jaſt day, that's only the Law of Creation, Denies 
© that, at the Judgment Day there will be a Tryal, up- 
- © on which ſome will be juſtified, others Condemned, 


© Chriſts Precepts are not Laws with a Santion. Ap-"|P 


© proves of theſe words, ſandtification 1s not the way 
£ of a juſtihed Perſon to Heaven—1If you look upon 
© Graces and Duties, and Salvation, as two dſtinft 
© things, 1 deny that they are neceſſary to give a right 
© to Salvation. All imperfe& Holineſs is fin. Turn 
© ye, turn ye, why will you dye ? 1s but the Triumph of 


© the Law over a D2ad ſinner. An unſaved Perſon can 


« do nothing in order to ſalvation. God was diſplea- 
© {ed with Chriſt as our ſurety: We in Chriſt ſatisfied 
© the Juſtice of God, We through Chriſts Righteouſ- 


* neſs have a right to Glory, by Adams Covenant. 
.-* Adam for one good work, ſhould have entred into . 


© full poſſeſſion and a confirmation therein. To teach 


© rhat a Chriſtian upon the Aﬀings of Graces, and' 


© Performance of Duties, may in the Virtue of the pro- 


* expef any of tnoſe promiſed Bleſſings, is to teach a 
: : * 
* low and ſervile Spirit, 

© The Erernal Life in which the Angels were Created 
* and Confirmed by Chriſt, differs from that Erernal 
© Life which believers have in Chriſt; the one is a Crea- 
©-ture Life, or a Created Life, the other is the Eter- 


* nal Life of God Communicated in time, Believers 
© are as Righteous as Chriſt, I mean not in a way of Si- 


© milirude, but in a way of Equality. Chriſts Incarna- 


© tion was no part of his Humiliation ; we Coaleſee - 


© upon believing into one myſtical Perſon with Chriſt, 
* which is diſtinguiſht from Legal Union, which is be- 
* fore Faith, The Goſpel hath no Law-Sanftion, it's 
© Plainly denied that the Goſpel is a Law of 


6 Faith 


pel is not any part of the Rule of Judgment at the 


© miſe made to tne exerciſe of thoſe Graces or: Dutiee, 


Grace. 
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no IF Faith is neither a Condition nor Qualification x>.the 
:0ſ- WF Office of Juſtification . with feveral thirgs of the'ſame 
the I fort as above recited. 
ues * Moſt of theſe were then included in the Paper, 
up- he Vote refers to; which with the other things fur- 
Fer Collefted, ſhail be proved to be in the Printed 
\p-"YBooks of the foreſaid Authors, and Book and Page 
ay cited for each, when it ſhall be required. Yea, 2 
on Wzrear-deal more, if not worſe, of the fame fort, _ 
ut By theſe things it's manifeſt what the difference 1s 
ht FWabour, tho? a noiſe hath been raiſed about things remote . 
74 From the true occaſion, that while we ſeemed to be on- 
of Fly oa the defenſive part, their Errors might receive 
in FF Conntenance as if unoppoſed, and the abertors there- 
a- Rot might lefs appear the cauſe of our Diviſions. 
d Anſw, 3. Altho” our Brethren from a Zeal for Peace 
{- FF condeſcended to mention but three perriculars in the 
t. I chird Paper, yer it's too evident, that the Difſenters 
oO. if adhereto their own Paper (called the firſt) and refuſe 
h ors, hecauſe this doth provide ſome Defence againl? 
d fome of the Errors, which our difference -is abovt, 
- | (the ſamecauſefor which they rejeted the Articles in 
> 1654.) And it's plain by whar their Paper ſaith of Ju- 
1 ſrification, they had this our Paper of Ninety four be- 
> & fore them, and therefore muſt know, that we inſiſted 
| JN under thatHead to have it clearly expreſſed,*That aone 
| * are juſtified in the ſight of God, or Entitled to Eter- 
| - nal Life, before. they are effeftually called, or whilſt 
* they are unregenerate, or in vabelief; And that Men | 
muſt repent in order to forgiveneſs; as alſo that con- - 
tinued Repentance, Faith and Holyneſs of Hearr, and 
Lite, are by the conſtitution of the Goſpel, as well az 
in the Nature of the things themſelves, necefſiry to 
ſalvation, &c. Our Dilſenting Brethren knew this, and 
yet inſert nothing in.that firſt Paper ſuffi-ient to this: 
' Purpoſe. By the Reporters arguing againſt us, their 
not mentioning thoſe things is their difowning of them, 
| gil 
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and owning the contrary, y21, we have more reaſonfl Ch 
to infer thus, becauſe whac they omir was ſent by theſfl (id 
body of Uuited Minitters, to them as a mean of Uni-Iſſ gi 
on, whereas, what's omitted bv us, was. not ſent to us, ſh th: 

much leſs to that end, nor adjuſted by our appoint. 
ment. But we need not to in{iſt on this, when by com- {il 
paring the firſt and third Papers, it's evident, that the t! 
toreſaid Errors are inconſiſtent with the few variations y 
in our Paper, bat very conliſtent with theirs, tho” not MW © 
in the ſenſe deſigned by our Subſcribing Brethren, 1 
In the firſt part of the Head of Juſtification, their MW {1 
Paper faith, Repentance, Faith, and a Holy Converſa- M 4 
! 


_ tion, are by Gods exprels word manifeſtly neceſſary to 
Salvation, They do not ſay, Repentance is neceſſary 
to Pardon, nor Faith to Juſtification, tho* that be the 
Head treated of : No, theſe are neceſſary to no more 
than a Holy Converſation is neceſlary to, ?. e, to Eternal 
Salvation : nor do they ſay, that the neceſſity of theſe 
to ſalvation it ſelf is by the Goſpel Conſtitution, or 
any enatted Connexion between Duty and Benefit. 
T hings being thus worded, it may paſs with ſuch who 
tell us, the Goſpel hath neicher Precept, Threatning, 
nor Conditional promiſe : Repentance 15 not antece- 
dently neceſiary to Pardon, nor Faith to the Juſtificati- 
on of our Perſons, but only to manifeſt to our Conſci- 
ences for our inward Peace, that our Perſons were ju- 
{tified before God wailft in our unbelief. But ſuch 
things are prevented by our Paper, which ſaith, That the - 
Word of God requires ©lepentance, that our Sins may be blot- 
ted out, and Faity that we may be juſtified; And after- 
wards, the Goſpel requires of us as our Duty; that we 
repent and believe, and God Pardons penitent Believ- 
ers. In like manner, their Paper in the other Heads 
expreſſeth things ſo, as that ſuch may ſubſcribe it, who 
think the filth and fau!t of fin were Tranſated on 
Chriſt, he was the Criminal, the Murtherer, @c. in 
Gods Account ; that God was really diſpleaſed with 
| | Chriſt 


b 


(27) 


Chriſt, and abhorred him as our ſurety z tho? not con» 
ſidered in himſelf; and ſandry the like (that our Paper 


gives no Countenance to ) which our ſubſcribing Bre- 
thren do abhor. | 

It's not then without Reaſon, that the. Diſſenters in- 
{ſt on the firſt Paper ; whether they be ſuch who hold 
thoſe Errors, or reſolve to indulge ſuch as do ſo. And 
yet there wants not Art in placing the differences up- 
on our 2mitting a Pkraſe in the third Paper, wherein 
the true ſenſe of it is expreſicd ; for the Reporter well 
ſaw, a quarrel. with us for the omiſſion of a Phraſe of 
ſo uncertain a ſenſe, is as yet. more planſible, than their 
ſtruggle for Errors of ſo ill a ſound would be. 

Anſw. 4. But if the Do&trines about which we differ 
are not yet ſufficiently evident, we ſhall with a deſire 
of Union make this propoſal ; If our Diſſenting Bre- 
threh will declare their agreement with us, Firſt, 
That Repentance towards God,is Commanded in order 
to Remiſſion cf Sin. Secondly, That Faith in Chriſt is 
Commanded by the Goſpel, in order to the Juſtificati- 
on of our Perſons before God, for the ſake of the 
alone Righteouſneſs of Chriſt. Thirdly, That the 
Word of God requires perſeverance un: true Faith and 
Holyneſs, that we'may be Partakers of the Beavenly 
Glory, #+curthlv, That the Goſpel promiieth Pardog 
through the Blood of Chriſt to the penitent, Juſtifica- 
tion before Ged to the. Believer, and the Heavenly 
Glory to ſuch as perſevere in Faith and Holyneis; and 
alſo declareth that God will not Pardon the [mpent- 
tent, juſtify the Unbeliever, nor glority the Apoſtate 
or Unholy, Fifthly, That juſtifying Faith 1s not only 
- a per{waſion of the underſtanding, . but alſo a recerv- 
ing and reſting upon Chriſt alone tor Salvation. Sxthe 
ly, T bat by change of Perſon is meant, that whereas we 
were Condemned for our fins, the Lord Jeſvs was ſub- 

ſtituted in our Room, to bear the Puniſhment of our 
ſins, for the ſatisfaction of Divine Juſtice, That whoe- 
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vr believes on binz may be acquitted and ſaved ;, But it is 
not intended, that the #/th of iin was upon Chriſt, 
nor that he was a Crimmal in Gods Account, Se- 


- wenthly, That by Chriſts being our ſarcty is meant, 


that Jeſus Chriſt our Mediator obliged h:mſelf to ex- 
piate our fins by his Blood, and to purchaſe Eternal 


- Life for ail that belieze, and Faith and every ſaving 


Grace for the Elect ; but it's not intended, that we 
were legally reputed to make ſatisfation, or purchaſe 
Eternal Life. E1y4tvly, That by Chriſts Anſwering 


. for us, the Obligations of the violated Law of Works 


is intended, that whereas the Law obliged us to dye for 
our ſins, Chriſt became obliged to cye in onr ſtead, 
and whereas we were,after we had {irnei, ſtill obliged 
to yield perfe& obedience; Chriſt perfectly obeyed the 
J.aw, that upon the Account of his Active aud Paſſive 
obedience believers might be forgiven, and entituled te 
Eternal Life : but it's not intended that the Senſe of the 


Law of Works ſhould be, that if we, or Chriſt obey- _ 


ed we ſhould live, and it Chriſt ſuffered we ſhould 
not dye, tho we /inned : Nor that Believers are juſtifi- 
ed, or to be judged by the Law of torts, but by the 
Goſpel ; altho* the Righteouſneſs for the ſake of which 
they are juſcified, be as perfe® as that Law of Works 
required, and far more valuable, ; 

It our Diſſenting Brethren will Subſcribe to theſe 
Propoſitions and Explications, we will ſubſcribe with 


them even to tae Words, Chanze of Perſons, ſurety 
__ and Anſwering, for us the Obligations of the violated 


Law of Works, as weil as we have already ſubſcribed 
that no work done by Men, nor wrought by the Spirit 
of God in them, 1s any part of that Righteouſneſs for 


| the ſake, or on the Account whereof we are juſtified, 


tiiat being only the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt withour 
nr, imputed to us,and received by Faith alone, which is 
the procuring cauſe of all faving Good. How gladly 

would 
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would we Re-unite with them, might this but remove 
the difference ! 

And ſince we are content, to uſe their very Words 
and Phraſes explained in the Orthodox Senſe (the omiſ-, 
ſion whereof is, what is excepted againſt ns) we hope, 
that ſuch of the Diſſenters as ſhall refuſe to agree with 
vs, will not hereafter ſay, that a difference in the Do- 
arines rretended by the Report, is the Reaſon why 
they unite not with us : But Acknowledge, that they 
keep up the differences from their Zeal for the fore- 
ſaid Opinions of Dr. Criſp and the -utmomians, which 
we think to be very Erroneous, 

Secondly, The Feport ſaith, that the third Paper was 
taken and ſent from ſome who meet at Little St. Hellens, 

Anſw., Theſe ſome had with them all of our Bre- 
thren, who ſubſcribed the firſt Paper, yea, ſeveral of 
them were the Framers of it, as well as the whole 
Body of the United Miniſters (as tar as we know) con- 
ſented to it. 

Thirdly, The Reporter gives the Reaſons why the Diſ- 
ſenters did not approve of the third Paper, which are 
theſe. | | 

* 1. He faith the third Paper omitted to mention, 
© that a Change of Perſons is the common DoErine of 
* Proteſtants. and that neither Juſtification nor Chriſts 
© ſatisfaQtion can be duly explained, or defended with- 
< out it, and that Grotivus and the Reverend Biſhop of | 
© Worceſter have proved a Change of Perſons, p. 4. \, 

' nſw. 1. The third Paper aſſerts a Commutation of 
Perſons, therefore we wonder he, p. 5. affirms, that we 
bave not mentioned it, but having therein fully aſſerted 
it ia oppoſition to Socinianiſm,is it not ſtrange ourPaper 
ſhould be ſcrupled, becauſe we duly explained Juſtifica- | 
tion and Chriſts fartisfa&ion thereby, but did not ſays 
They could not be explained without it, &c. Which tho? 
we may think, yet the meer ſaying ſo is not the hinge 
of the Controverſy, nor woul1 it add any ſtrength to 

| - | the 


+ the hedge. which we have made without it ; or elſe hep 


(30) 
ſurely, ſome of our Proteſtznt Confeſſions would at 
leaſt have made mention thereof, and therefore theſe 
Brethren muſt reje& every one of thoſe, as well as 
Ours. | 

Anſw, 2. We have affirmed and explained a Change 


of Perſons in the ſame Senſe, as Grot:vs and the Reve- 
rend Dr. Stillingfleet Biſhop of Worceſter, have done (as 


_ will appear to any who conſult thoſe Authors) but they 


are far from approving the Criſpian Explication of that 
Phraſe, as we ſhall evidence by a Letter of the faid 
Reverend Biſhop to Mr. Williams. $ | 

Anſw. 3. As. we durſt not imitate the Reporters 
Uberty, perſwading the World, we denyed and re- 
jeaed a Commutation or Change of Perſons, when we 
aſſerted it in expreſs Terms, fo we aſſure him, we de- 
figned not to offend our 13rethren, who, he faith, p, 6. 
are grieved becauſe our Letter faith, That on our fo 
bappy eſtabliſhing the Dodrine of Tuſtificatioa, we need 
ſay but little in the Point of Commutatioa of Perſons. By 
which words it's plain we meant not, that we ſaid lit- 
tle of it in our Pajer. where in the ſecond and third 
Heads we ſaid cnough to clezr it, even twice more 
than what we ſaid of Juſtifcativn ; But we ſay little 
of it in our Zettcr, where we have calarged on Juſti- 
fication ; becauſe for ſeveral Years the Diſlſenters .pre- 
tended all their great Quarrel was about that Dodtrine 
and may not we juſtly grieve that. for our Indaſtry, in 
clearing our ſelves beyond all their Challenges as to: 
this, we ſhould be Hereticared by this Repoit in the 


New Controverſy, ſtarted by-Mr. Loh ? 


The Second Reiſon occurs © often, that we cannot 
avoid Anſwering it again and again, 

3. Reaſon, There is ſuch a wrong Deſcription given of 
a Change of Perſon in the Third Paper, as perwerts the Do- 
darine of ſatisfattion, p.6. yea, Pp. 7. It tells us, Corift did 


[|| of, yea, could not make ſatisfafion upon what you affirm, 


Anſw.- 


b 
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Anſw. 1. We ſhall firſt enquire what deſcription the 
Reporter gives of a Change of Perſons, which is ſuch 
s muſt with wiſe Men juſtify our careful expreſling 
bur Senſe of this Phraſe, p. 7. He ſaith, * a Commuta- 
tion is the ſame with a proper Surrogation, where the 
ſurety puts on the. Quality, State, and Condition of the 
Debtor, p. 5- He tells us, we are all by Nature under 
the Curie of the Law. And deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs 
Entituling to Eternal Life, and addeth, this is our State 
and Condition, this 1s the place we arein; a few 
Lines after he ſaith, that Chriſt put himſelf into our 
Place, State and Condition, ſo that whereas We were 
fin and under a Curſe, by this bleſſed change Chriſt was 
made ſin and a Curſe. Here he plainly expreſſeth his 
enſe of the Change of Perſons: As to what he ſpeaks 
pf Chriſts being a Curſe, we obje& not further thanthat 
Chriſt was not ſo by Nature ; but the things we obſerve- 
are, that he ſaith, Our State Flace and Condition was, that. 
we were deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs, Entituling to E=. 
ternal Life; this was it : He ſaith, chat Chriſt put him- 
ſelf into this our State, 2lace and Condition , if fo, 


then with him Chriſt was deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs, 
Enticuling to Eternal Life. To make this more evident, 


he ſaith, we were Sin, this was our Place, State and Con- 
dition, into which Chriſt put himſelf ; and by this 
change was made /in : Now, how were we fin? We 
were not a ſin-offering but ſinful vile offenders; we were 
ſinfu} and deſtitute of all Righteouſneſs, that was our 
Condition , yet he faith, Chriſt came into our conditi- 
on as we were {in ; which muſt be, that he was changed 
to be a ſinful vile offender, not an offering for ſin, for 
that was not our Condition : By which it's evident, 
our "Reporters Commutation of Perſons is-not, that 
Chriſt became a ſin offering, and in our ſtead ſubje&tto 
the puniſhments, which by the Law Sinners deſerved, 
that they might be delivered. No, that will not con- 
tent him ;. But that Chriſt was changed to be a ſinful 

' Perſon, 
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Perſon, deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs Entituling toEY ne 
ternal Life ; this is his change, this is his Chriſts takin} 11 
on him the Perſon of Sinners ; which is a poſition noi T 
only unworthy of the Praiſes he beſtows on it, p, 5 Mm 
But ſo horrid, that we hope, ſome of our Diſſentin In 


Brethren will be provoked to clear themſelves from bi 
the lmprtation, this Reporter ſeems tond to lay themfſſ ft 
under. al 
Anſw. 2. The Arguments muſt be ſtrong by whict 
he faith, Our Account of a change of Perſon is attaquedWſh ( 
if they will prove that we have thereby perverted thffl t 
Dottriae of ſatisfa&ion, yea, and rendred it impoſlibleſ /+ 
| Whether the Arguer and-Reporter be the ſame Perſon 
we enquire not, but of the ſame Spirit none can doubt 
In return whereto, we wiſh them more Charity and 
Modeſty for the future : However, ſome might expe 
they would have conſulted their own Credit fo far, as 
not to Proclaim the very ſame Men, the moſt Learned 
and moſt Orrchodox, and yer very Ignorant and Groſs- 
ly Heretical : And that as to the very ſame Point : The 
firſt CharaQter the Reporter beſtows on them, for ſub- 
{cribing the firſt Paper; yet it abates nothing to them} 
of the laſt, ſeeing they will frame and approve of the 
Third Paper. But it greatly concerns all of us, to pe- 
ruſe the Arguments which follow. 
. Arg. 4. When we Diſcourſe of a Commutaticn, we 
ſhould conſider Chriſt ( who is inveſted with the Of- 
fice of Mcdiator) as our ſurety in the Execution of his 
Prieſtly Office, 5c. Burt wording it as they do, is Cal- 
culated for their AMeridimm, who hold Chriſt ſuffered on- 
ly in the Perſon of a Mzdiator not in the Perſon of 
Sinners : For which Reaſon we may perceive, why 
there muſc not be the leaſe mention of Chriſts ſurety- 
ſhip in the Third Paper. 
Anſw. 1. Chriſts ſuretyſhip did not diveſt him of the 
Office of his Mediatorſhip, but Connotes, that as Medi- 
ator he engaged himſelt to ſuffer for Comdemned Sin- 


ners, 


BS: | 

ners, yea, and to do much more for them, than what's 
included in the Execution of his Prieſtly Office, (Y3z.) 
To teach them, overcome their Enemies, &c. Nay 
more, all Chriſts ſufferings, as a Prieſt, were his ſuffer= 
ings. as one mediating for Sinners, and not one become 
himſelf a Sinner; as he is repreſented to be, by making 
ſuch a vaſt difference berween him as our Mediator, 
and as ſurety, | | . 

Anſw.- 2. Tho* we mention- not the word Surety 
(which we Scruple not) yet we did plainly expreſs the 
thing deſigned by that Word, as far as belongs to a ſub- 
ſequent ſurety in Criminal Cauſes ( tho,not pecuniary ) 
and as is couſiſtent with Chriſts being a Mediator, in 
all his Engagements and Performances for us. A dif- 
regard to both which eccaſioneth | ſuch confuſed and 
miſtaken Notions concerning theſe DoQtrines, 

Arg. 2. Their Account of a Commutation is: It's to 
be underſtocd in a Legal or Judicial Senſe, as we may 
call it ; not that it is really ſo; only we may ſo call 
it. | | 

Anſw. 1. As we may call it, Is not oppoſed to really, 
| but we uſe ir as an Apology for the Term Judicial 
added to Legal, and as unſcriptural; we mean that 
wherein Chriſt ſuffered, he was judicially dealt with, 
as if he had been the Condemned Sinxers,in whoſe Room 

well he ſuffered; But knowing that many give a dangerous 
Of. ſenſe of the Word Legal, when without Explication or 

' bis Limication, we added judicial thereto, 

al- Anſm. 2. The Reporter might have ſpared ſaying, 
on- | They'll not- Buarrel about the Term, py the thing tbey 
1 of | contend for be granted them, Inſtead of complaining of 
vhy & a diſreſpe& to Fifty or Sixty Miniſters, we'll deſire all 
ty- | our Brethren were as temperate, which would End all 
Quarrels about Humane Words, when the Senſe is 

the 8 granted; nor would this diſparage the Reporter, who 
di- 8 ſeems fo fond of a ſer of Words, as if he highly valu- - 
;4. 8 ed. himſelf, for his —_— of theg to. his On ; 
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* and therefore he will contend for them ſo ſtifly, that 


- neither Union, Orthodox Explications, nor his reve - 
rence for ſome of us (when uſeful to him) ſhall ſignify 
or amount to any thing, if all his Phraſes be not ſtill 
made uſe of. 

Arg. 3. We apprehend this to be their meaning, 
becauſe in their Explication, there is not a word pro- 
per and peculiar to a Commutation in a Legal Senſe, 
&c. What tho? Chriſt dycd in the Perſon of a Media- 


tor, to Anſwer for our violation of the Law of Works, 
yet if he dyed not in the Perſon of Sinners, to An-, 
{wer for them the violated Law of Works, he did 


not, he could not, 'make ſatisfa&tion to Vindictive, or 
Remunerative Juſtice, 


Anſw. 1. We ſhall not inſiſt how proper ſatisfaQion_ 


is to Remunerative Juſtice, nor how unfair it is to ar- 
Mlediator ( when our Paper hath no ſuch thing) only 
becauſe himſelf had ſaid, our words are Calculated for 
the Meridian of ſuch who-hold fo. 

Anſw. 2. Our own words will convince the unbiaſſeq, 
whether there be ſtrenggh or truth in this Argument 


take what we ſay in the ſecond and third Heads in our - 


Paper, which maſt be Connected to expreſs our Senſe. 

© Chriſt our Mediaror by agreement with the Fa- 
C ther, came into our room and ſtead to Anſwer for 
© our Violation of the Law of Works, he being made 
© fin for vs, that knew no ſin, that we might be made 


© the Righteouſneſs of God in him; and with . Chriſt 
© as ſtanding in our ſtead, God was no other wiſe' diſ- . 


© pleaſed, than as having a will to inflit on him the 
uniſhmenr of our fins which he had ungertaken to 
r, that. God might, without Injury to his 112ice 
£ y p UT anne s 
+ or Honour, - Pardon and Save penitent be''--7s 
© through his ſatisfaction, and intercefli-a 1: 0d 
© thereon. | | 
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gve, aSif we had ſaid, Chriſt dyed oaly in the Perſon of 
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Can' any read theſe words, and honeſtly infer, That 
we have not a word proper to 4 Commutation in a 
Legal Senſe, or that we denyed Chriſts fatisfaCtion, or 
that Chriſts ſatisfaction was impoſſible by the Account 
we give thereof ? And yet we are-charged in the report 
with each of theſe : But for the better information ob 
the Reader, we ſhall ſhew what | our Aceount con- 
taineth. 

Firſt, The Father as the offended ReQor propoſeth, 
and agrees upon, Terms with Chriſt our Mediator, up- 


on which Condemned Sinners ſhall be Pardoned and 


Saved, 

Secondly, The Terms propoſed and agreed are ſuch, 
' as ſufficiently ſecure Gods Honour, and make amends 
to Juſtice, ſo that neither are to ſuffer any injury by 
Pardoning the Sinner ; and they are ſuch as Anſwered 
for all our Violations of the Law of Works, and they ate 
ſuch as render Chriſts ſufferings a puniſhment for our Sins. 


, 


Thirdly, The Father: and Son agree not only. that _ 


theſe Terms are ſufficient, but that alſo they ſhall by 
Accounted to us, and performed in our room and ſtead, 
we mean, vice noſtra, & loco nofro ; that therein he was 
to Anſwer for our Violations of the Law, and that we 
ſhould be Pardoned and Saved thereupon, | 
Fourthly, Upon this agreement the Father as a juſt 
Ruler, prgpvoked by us Sinners, doth juſtly inflict the 
puniſhment of our ſins on Chriſt, for ſatisfattion to bis 
Juſtice (which is the ſame, as that his Juſtice-might not 
be injured.) | ' ; 
Fifthly, Chriſt ſuffers thoſe puniſhments in our ſtead 
and is therein a ſin-offering for us ({ tho? nof deputed 
by Ar ) That we might be made the Righteouſneſs of - God 
in him. | . 
« Sixthly, What he ſuffered isa ſatisfaiong his inter= 
ceſſion is founded upon that ſatisfaCtion, for,.and by, 
. which the penitent believer is Pardoned and Saved: . 
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If we have not herein affirmed and explained a Legal 
Commutation, and Chriſts ſuretyſhip in a found ſenſe 
(tho' not theReporter*s) and affirmed Chriſts ſatisfaQti- 
on, yea, enumerated the eſſentials of it; we deſpair that 
we ever can. And if Men will not Acknowledge, the 
Reporter doth miſ-repreſent us, and intend his Phraſes 
to be a coyer for ſeveral Errors, when this Orthodox 
Senſe of them could not ſatisfy him ; we can but be- 
wail their prejudice and partiality. 

Anſw. 2. We do not ſee why our words (/1z.) 
Chriſt dyed in our room and ſtead (which he leaves out) 
to Anſwer for our Violations of the Law of Works, 
@c. Should not make Chriſts ſatisfa&tion poſſible ; yea, 


and affirm it, as well as their words (/:z.) Chriſt pur . 


on the Perſon of Sinners and came into their room and 
ſtead, to Anſwer for them the Obligations of the vio- 
lated Law of Works. Putting, on the Per/ſonpof Sinners, 
can have no good ſenſe beyond Chriſts coming into our 
room and ſtead, which we have aſſerted; the words, for 


given, have bur the ſame import : And ſeeing the vio- 


lated Law obliged us to dye, for our Violations of that 

Law ; if Chriſt in our ſtead Anſwered for our Viola- 
tions of that Law, for which it put us under thoſe Ob- 
ligations to Dye ; then Chriſt Dyed to Anſwer for us 
the obligations of 


ion (which is the point in hand) refers, * 

Anſw. 4. From what we obſerve ſo oft repeated by 
the Reporter, had he juſtly repreſented the Third Paper, 
and dealt ſincerely, he muſt have reduced all his Rea- 
ſons and Arguments to prove his heavy charge azainſt 
us, and to juſtify the Diſſenters refuſal of that Paper, 
to this one Argument, (Yiz.) | 

They, who in a Paper expreſly affirm and explain, 
the ſatisfaftion of Chriſt, omitting to mention the 
words, Chriſt took upon him the Perſon of Sinners,do per- 


- vert, deny and make the fatisfation of Chriſt impoſible. | 
| But * 


that violated Law, 2. e. its obligati- 
Ons On us to dye for our ſins ; ro which Chriſts Tatisfa- 
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ic | But the Presbyterians ( in the Third Paper )- y 
l- FF affirm and explain the fatisfaQtion of Chriſt, omitting 
nt F to mention theſe words, Chriſt took upon h1m the Perſon 
CE of Sinners ; Therefore the Presbyterians do in the 
'S Third Paper, pervert, deny, and make the ſatisfaQtion 
x }' of Chriſt impoſſible, | | 
m Upon this Argument, the. true weight of the Re- 
partcrs cauſe and charge doth hang ; and if the Major 
) be true, the Conſeqence will be, that all the Churches 
) of Chriſt in their Confeſſions pervert and deny, and 
2 make impoſlible the ſatisfation of Chriſt. For to our 
D Remembrance theſe words, Chriſt took on him the Per- 
CY ſon of Sinnzrs, are omitred in the Confeſſions of all the® 
Churches z and we had much more Reaſon to omit 
© them, when we knew for what End they are inſiſted 
on, by ſuch as the Reporter. 

Ar,» 4. They impoſe a Senſe in expreſs Contra- 
diction ro the Letter, and General Scope of Mr, Wil- 
liams's Book, that when he ſaith, * There is no Change of 
© Fer ſons between Chriſt and the Ele, It could not be in- 
* tended as a denial of a Change of Perſons, between - 
© Chriſt'and vs in the General Senſe, but only in oppo< © 
| * ſition to his adverſary he wrote againſt , for in that 
F * very place he expreſsly affirms, Chriſt ſuffered and 

* dyed in gur room and ſtead; for his words are as ex- 
* cluſive of a Change of Perſons in every Senſe, as 
* words can be, &c. Þ 37. to 4I: Goſpel Trutb: firſt E- 
© dition, ; | . 

Anſw, 1. Mr. Williams no where faith, there is not a 

Change of Perſons. in the Plural Number, but of Per- 
ſon Singular ; yet the Paper as Subſcribed- made him to 
ſay the firſt, however, the Report doth change it now, 
nor is this a ſmall miſtake with him, when he takes a 
Change of Perſons, to refer thus to _—_—_— beings, 
(/iz.) Chriſt dying in the Room of Condemned Sin- 
ners, which he affirms: But a Change of Perſon to de- 
* note a Change, as to AA: > Qualities, —_— 
. C. 
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&c, Really inſeparable, and peculiar to either Chriſt, 


on the one part, or Men on the other ; as is plain by 
all his Arguments againſt a Change of Perſon, p. 41, 


© There is no Change of Perſon betweenChriſt and the 


<*Elect, for Chriſt was the Saviour, and never ceaſed to 
© be ſo; we are the Saved and not rhe $47104rs, Chriſt 
© was the Redeemer, we the Redeemed and not the Re- 
© deemers: Chriſt was he who by his own merits forgives 
© us, but never was forgiven ; we are forgiven, and ne- 
ver had merits of our own to forgive our ſelves, or 
others. It's profane Arrogance for us to pretend 
to his Prerogatives, and it's Blaſphemy to debaſe him 
among them who were Enemies without ſtrength 
-and finners, for whom he was the dying Sacrifice , it's 
enough that he reſerving the peculiars of a Redeemer, 
ſhould agree to dye for our —_ it 1s enough that we 
are pardoned for his ſake, when we deſervedeendleſs 
© woe, and are never capable of making the leaſt 
© Atronement, | 

Here you have all which Mr. Williams hath written 
againſt a Change of Perſon, wherein is not a word 
againſt Change of Perſons; and it's evident, he tdok 
Change of Perſon in the afore-recited Senſe. . 

Anſw. 2. When he confutes the Senſe wherein Dr. 
Criſp explains a Change of Perſon, he muſt in denying 
his Senfe, deny it under that Phraſe (Change of Per- 
fon) of which the Dr, gave that Senſe : Take then the 
Doctors. words, * Chriſt himſelf is not ſo Compleat] 
* Righteous, but we are as Kighteous as be ;, nor we ſ0 
* compleatly finful, but Chriſt became as compleatly ſin- 
© ful as we; that very ſinfulneſs that'we were Chriſt is 
* made, that very ſinfulneſs before God; ſo that here is 
© a direQ change, Chriſt takes our Perſon and Condi- 
© tion, we take Chriſts Perſon and Condition ; with 
much of this ſort, p.-38. Here's the Chang« of Per- 
Jon which Dr. Criſp affirms, this is the change Mr. 
Williams denies: . - © 20s 


Anſw, 
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Anfw.3 Mr.W.is ſo far from denying a change of Per 


* ſonsin the general Senſe, that in that Book he oft aſſerts 


and proves what the Orthodox intend by that Phraſe, 
yea, in the very places where he denies a change of 
Perſon. See p. 37. 39. © Chriſts ſufferings and obedi- 
© ence were /oinour ſtead, that God cannot exatt from 
* us any other Atonement for Sin, p. 42. He thus ex- 
* Plains the Imputation of Chrilts ſufferings ; to im- 
* pute to one, what is ſuffered by another, 1s to 
© eſteem the one undertaken for in the ſufferings of the . 
* other, and to deal with him as if himſelf had ſuf- 
© fered the ſame things, p. 43. Had not Chrilt ſuffered 
© for us, we could not have been abſolved for the ſake 


© of his ſufferings,p. 47. God hath provided for his 


© Juſtice and Honour (in ſaving true Chriſtians) by the 
© ſatisfaction of Chriſt, p. 247. The Puniſhment of our 
© Sins, yea, the Guzlt of them as an obligation to pun= 
© iſhment was laid upon Chriſt our Sponſor. See p. 79. 
13. What: words can more diſtintly and properly 
expreſs the Orthodox Senſe of a change of Perſons ? 

Anſw, 4. His Cavils, p- 9. againſt Mr. Williams, as: 
not affirming the Senſe of a change of Perſons, tho he 
izy, Chriſt ſuffered and dyed in our room and ſtead ; are 
weak and individious for, nd © 

Firſt, Mr. Williams when he had a fit occaſion (as 
the Reporter knows) duely aſſerts Chriſts ſuretyſhip, 
and proves ; © That Chriſt ſuffered not 'only for our 
* good bur in our ſtead, and that he was a proper 
© ate; W0X, See this at large, Man made Righteous, 
P. 91 &c. | | 

Serondly, The Racovian Catechiſm in the Amfter dam 
Edition ( and not only Adodern Socinians) affirm, Chriſt * 
dyed in our ſtead ; and Secinus, Crelius and others, aſ- 
ſerted a change of Perſons between Chrilt and us, and. 


s the Senſe in which the firſt take dying in our iS as 


Metaphorical, and Improper, as laſt do take a 
chapge of Perſons in, But if our Reporter finds a Soct- 
| | D 4 | man, 
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nian, to uſe a Phraſe explained in an ill Senſe by them- 
ſelves, and others make uſe of that Phraſe ina contrary, 
Senſe never ſoexpreſsly, his way is preſently to charge 
ypon them the uſe of that Phrate in the Socinian Senſe z 
the ſame dealings towards him were equally juſt, when 
he uſerh the Phraſes the Antinomians are wont to do. 
Thirdly, After all he hath aid, to make the ſtreſs of 
our cauſe againſt the Socinians, to depend upon the 
Terms, change of Perſons, &c. An inſight iato that 
Controverſy would convince him, that there are 0- 


ther things which do fai more certainly define that . 


Controverſy about the ſatisfa&ion, (/:z.) Was Chriſt 
in his Death, an Expiatory Sacrifice ? Did he make 
Atonement to the Juſtice of God ? Did Chriſt endure 
the Puniſhment of our Sins ? &c. All theſe Mr. W:ll- 
ams in Goſpel Truth aſſerts. To what's repeated before 
out of that Book, we will add, p. 7. © Our fins were ' 
* imputed to Chriſt with reſpe& co the Guilt thereof, 
* ſo that he by the Fatners appointment and his own 
© conſent became obliged as Mediator, to bear the Pun- 
© iſhment of our Sins, and he did bear thoſe Puniſh- 
* ments to the full ſatisfaQtion. of Juſtice, and to nut 
< AQual Remiſſion, when we believe. If he that 
writes thus muſt Socinianize, none are free beſides the 
Antinomian:, But what can be ſafely ſaid in the Opi- 
Nion of the Reporter, who telis us, p. 10, It was a [i5- - 
diculing Dr, Criſp, when Mr. Wikams -ſhewing the 
ground of his miſtakes faith, p. 52. © Becauſe Chriſt 
* ſuffered in our ſtegd, that the Fruit of his ſufferings 


* might be our deliverance from ſuffering and our be- 


* ing ſaved at laſt, therefore he thinks there is a 


© change of Perſon; Which very words do evidence 


po, that Mr, Williams by, i our ſtead, allows the 
ound Senſe of a change of Perſons, while he oppoſeth 


Dr. Criſps Erroneons Senſe of his change of Perſon; andy, . | 
that Mr.H/.took a change of Perſon and a change of Per- 


ſons ina very differentScnſe;tho the Diſputer or Reporter, 
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ſeem not. to diſtinguiſh between a furrogation,* upon | 


_. which an Innocent expiates anothers Crime, and his 


becoming the very ſinning Criminal z or,touſe his own 
Metaphor with him, He that is a ſurety to pay the 
Drunkards Debt, muſt ini Quality, Nature and Condl- 
tion be the Drunkard too, | | 
Fourthly, Whatever the Reporter ſaith of the Scope 
or offenſuveneſs of that Book ot Mr.Williams's, called, Geof 
pel Truth Stated ; T hoſe Brethren whom he calleth of 
biggeſt Name, who Subſcribed the firſt Paper, have de- 
clared they intended not by that Paper to cenſure the 
paſſages againſt which the Diſſenters objected; but were 
ſo far from Condemning any Paſſage therein, that they 
Subſcgibed the firſt Paper, becauſe they were ſure, that 
upon enquiry it would appear, there was _— in. 
tha, Book of Mr. Williams's contrary to the Senſe of 
that. firſt Paper; and they ſtill as well/as formerly de- 


clare, it is an uſeful Book, and that it's the canſe of 
. truth it pleads,and have given it under their hands that 


the State of Truth and Error is not at all enlarged or 
changed, ſince they firſt Subſcribed, nor did they mean 
ſo in the firſt Paper ; but only that there were in the 
Book, beſides the State-of Truth and Error,. ſeveral Ex- 
plications and Arguments added thereunto; nor indeed 
could the State of Truth and Error be enlarged or 
changed, becauſe ( as it is atteſted by ſeveral, even of 
thoſe ſixteen that were the firſt, who Subſcribed to the 
firſt Edition) the Book as far as it contained the State 
of Truth and Error was Printed before they Subſcribed 
the Atreſtation; nor do we know of any of the Subſcri-. 
bers of thatAtteſtation, who do diſ-allow the ſaidBook, 
nor any whoſeNames are affixed thereto without their 
conſent—We ſhall conclude with theſe further remarks. ' 
 [. Beſides the miſcrepreſentation- of the poi 
4" difference, and of the Account giyen-by us (in the 
'Third Paper) of theſe Dodtrines, $4c, We could de- 
fect great miſtakes as to Matters of Fact, —_ _ 
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* ian, to uſe a Phraſe explained in an ill Senſe by them- 
ſelves, and others make uſe of that Phraſe in a contrary, 
Senſe never ſo expreſsly, his way is preſently to charge 
ppon them the uſe of that Phra in the Socinian Senſe z 
the ſame dealings towards him were equally juſt, when 
he uſerh the Phraſes the Antinomians are wont to do. 
Thirdly, After all he hath ſaid, to make the ſtreſs of 
our cauſe againſt the Socinians, to depend upon the 
Terins, change of Perſons, &c. An inſight into that 
Controverſy would convince him, that there are 0- 
ther things which do fai more certainly define that 
Controverſy about the ſatisfaQtion, (Yiz.) Was Chriſt 
in his Death, an Expiatory Sacrifice ? Did he make 
Atonement to the Juſtice of God ? Did Chriſt endure 
the Puniſhment of ovr Sins ? &c. All theſe Mr. W:- 
ams in Goſpel Truth aſſerts. To what's repeated before 


out of that Book, we will add, p. 7. © Our fins were 


* imputed to Chriſt with reſpe& ro the Guilt thereof, 
* ſo that he by the Fatners appointment and his own 
* conſent became obliged as Mediator, to bear the Pun- 
* iſhment of our Sins, and he did bear thoſe Puniſh- 
* ments to the full ſatisfaftion. of Juſtice, and to nut 
<. Actual Remiſſion, when we believe. If he that 
writes thus muſt Socinianize, none are free beſides the 
Antinomian:, But what can be ſafely ſaid in the Opi- 
Nion of the Reporter, whotel's us, p. 19, It was a 1i- 
diculing Dr, Criſp, when Mr. Wilkams ſhewing the 
ground of his miſtakes ſaith, p. 52. © Becauſe Chriſt 
* ſuffered in our ſtead, that the Fruit of his ſufferings 
* might be our deliverance from ſuffering and our be- 
* ing ſaved at laſt, therefore he thinks there is a 
© change of Perſon: Which very words do evidence 

wary that Mr, Williams by, # our ſtead, allows the 
ound Senſe of a change of Perſons, while he oppoſeth 


Dr. Criſps Erroneous Senſe of his change of Perſon; andy, | 


that Mr.H/.took a change of Perſon and a change of Per- 
ſons in a very differentScaſe;tho the Diſputer or _ 
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ſcem not to diſtinguiſh between a| *#urrogation,* upon 
which an Innocent expiates anothers Crime, and his 
becoming the very finning Criminalz or,to uſe his own 
Metaphor with him, He that is a; ſurety to pay the 
Drunkards Debt, muſt iri Quality, Nature and Condi» 
tion be the Drunkard too, ; | 
Fourthly, Whatever the Reporter ſaith of the Scope 
or offenſiveneſs of that Book ot Mr.Williams's, called, Geof 
pet Truth Stated ; Thoſe Brethren whom he calleth of 
biggeſt Name, who Subſcribed the firſt Paper, have de- 
clared they intended not by that Paper to cenſure the 
paſſages againſt which the Diſſentery objected; but were 
{5 far from Condemning any Paſſage therein, that they 
Subſcxibed the firſt Paper, becauſe they were ſure, that 
upon enquiry it would appear, there was nothing in 
thagBook of Mr. Williams's contrary to the Senſe of 
that. firſt Paper; and they ſtill as well as formerly de- 
clare, it is an uſeful Book, and that it's the canſe of 
truth it pleads,and have given it under their hands that 
the State of Truth and Error is not at all enlarged or 
changed, fince they firſt Subſcribed, nor did they mean 
ſo in the firſt Paper z but only that there were in the 
Book, beſides the State-of Truth and Error, ſeveral Ex- 
plications and Arguments added thereunto ;'nor indeed 
could the State of Truth and Error be enlarged or 
changed, becauſe ( as it is atteſted by ſeveral, even of 
thoſe ſixteen that were the firſt, who Subſcribed to the 
firſt Edition) the Book as far as it contained the State 
of Truth and Error was Printed before they Subſcribed 
the Atreſtation;nor do we know of any of the Subſcri- 
bers of thatAtteſtation, who do diſ-allow the ſaidBook, 
nor any 'whoſeNames are affixed thereto without their 
conſent—We ſhall conclude with theſe further remarks. ' 
_ 1. Beſides the miſ-repreſentation- of the points 
a difference, and of the Account given by us (1n the 
Third Paper) of theſe Do&rines, &'c, We could de- 
fe great miſtakes as to Matters of Fatt, m_ -- 
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Faſed to Snbſcribe the firſt Paper, as Mr. Slatey ; ſome 
who {ay they never Subſcribed it, as Mr, Barker, are 
yet ſet down as Subſcribers3 others are ſaid to expreſs 
their approbation of ic, who vehemently declared 
their diſallowance of it, as Dr. Anneſley, &c. The Re- 
porter ſaith,he cannot Learn, there are five Paſtors of 
Churches Diſſenting from it, when it's Notorions to 
Perſons, more retired, that from the firſt about Twen- 
ty Paſtors of Churches Aſſented not ; yea, we know 
not one of our Meet ing” who did Subſcribe it, but were 
ſoon convinced that an Explication of it> was needful, 
and therefore agreed to the Third Paper. Other mi- 
ſtakes might be added. 

2. It was unjuſt and difingenuous, for the Reporter 


to Publiſh this firſt Paper with the Names of our Bre- 


thren affixed thereto. They,from a Zeal for Unionzcon- 
deſcended to prepare a way for it by Subſcribing, but 
then they declared they Subſcribed not as their conclu- 
ſive A&, but agreed thereto upon condition the Meet- 
ing of the Uniced Miniſters would approve of it, and 
to whom they did wholly refer it. Yet he publiſheth it 
as a conſummate Inſtrument ( tho the Copy was neve 


deliver'd as ſuch, and the Original not at all) and this 


without their conſeut, and after he knew they had laid 
It aſide, and agreed -to another Paper as the Inſtrument 
of Union. Such a courſe muſt Miniſter Jealouſie, that 
the Reporter when Ative in carrying, on that Paper; 
did more deſign a breach among the United, chan Uni- 
'. on with the Diſlenters, and that his diſappointment 
produceth this report ; when he ſaw our Union among 
our ſelves Conſolidated of late, and that one of our 
Articles is to this effe&, that we'll ſuffer none com- 
monly called Lay-me!t, to Preach in'our Pulpits. 

3. The Reporter hath no reafox, to glory in any of 
our Brethrens agreement with him in Dodarine, in anF 
-Poiat wherein the firſt Paper differs from the _ 
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by which third Paper they ſupply what was wanting, 
and explain what was doubrfull in the firſt Paper, and 
determine their ſenſe of thoſe DoQrines : nor did they 
ever intend the weight of their Afſſertions ſhould be 
laid upon any unſcriptnrall words, but upon the or- 
thodox ſenſe of them, which our Paper ſtateth. 
4, It's matter of grief to us, that in oppoſiition to 
the preface of both Papers, Law-terms and humane 
forms of ſpeech, in DoErines fo fully expreſſed in the 
Goſpel and capable of being expreſſed in the words 
uſed and appointed by the Holy Ghoſt, ſhould be 
mace Engines of Diviſion among perſons who agree in 
the ſenſe of ſuch phraſes, and yet dare not ſay, that 
God deſigned to limit or extend his Reveſations by 
what ſuch terms may ſignify in hamaneLaws or Uſages, 
eſpecially when they need Explications and Limitations 
to prevent what's groſly erroneous; to inſtance, 
Chriſt tookon him the per ſon of Sinners; if it be taken ingits 
ektent, it will not only,be true, that it was of all 

- Sinners, but that he took upon him all that belonged 
to ſinners as ſuch, and he was to be reputed as ſinfull as - 
they, yea, as all of them : But the Churches of Chriſt ' 
have been wiſer than to inſert ſuch phraſes into their 
Confeſſions, knowing it would confound the Minds and 
perplex the Conſciences of Chriſtians in points of 
createſt concernment to their Salvation. 

* _ 5. Thisreport gives a pregnant inftance what Zeal - 
for a party will tempt Men to; even to miſrepreſent 
Perſons and Things, to invent and applaud flight pre- 
tences againſt Union with their Brethren, break all 
rules of Decency in praiſing. or diſpraiſing men, as 
their turn is ſerved; raiſe endleſs noiſe andclamours, 
let the junQuure be never ſo unſeaſonable ; nay, cover 
and plead for the errors of their aſſociates, which at 
other times they themſelves have condemned. 

There is occaſion enough toinvite our enlargement : 
but we deſign to irritate no man ; the vindication of 
' , our hy 
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ovr ſelves from a printed charge ſo ſeyere (as the per- 


verting, denying and making the ſatisfaction of Chriſt 


impoſſible ) is ſo neceſſary, that all Men mult juſtify 
our publiſhing this defegce : Without a Narrative of 
matters of fa& as to dodrines ( for other things we 


omit ) tranſated with the Brethrea who left theUnion, 
our Apology had been dark and imperfe&t; otherwiſe: 


we had mentioned nothing of that kind. It's this Rez 
porter muſt bear the blame,that we are compell'd to ſay 
ſo much to convince the World, that if the Brethren 
had ſuch a diſpolition to Peace, as we have al! along 
expreſſed, the union had never been broken, after 
they had made a breach we had ſoor re united ; and 
when a re-union was refuſed by them, we yet had lived 
in quietneſs, and prevented their heats, which have 
ſtumbled the well-meaning, and advantaged our ene- 
mies, by producing ſuch clamerous debates, and un- 
Juſt refleions and miſrepreſentations. We have not 
to our knowledge omitted any thing conſiſtent with 
integrity to prevent our breaches, or to heal them. 
Another ſupplicatory Letter to the Brethrenfor Union 
was written in Reply to the diſcouraging Anſwer they 
had given co our former ; being contented to repeat 


thoſe ſelt-denying Methods, «which many would judge 


hardly meet or prudent. But this Report hath pre- 
vented the ſending of this Letter, which was delayed 


by the time taken up in confirming the Union among * 


our ſelves. In this our Anſwer to the Report, we 


have for a reunion propoſed to ſubſcribe the very 


Phraſes they inſiſt on, provided their ſenſe may be 
duly adjuſted, and thoſe plain Truths ſecured, upon 
which practicall Godlineſs and a true Goſpel-miniſtry 
ſo much depend. By which propoſall we hope many 
of our diſſencing Brethren, who have been impoſed on, 
will be ſo undeceived,as to reunite with us, and leave 
ſuchito themſelves who will ſtill divide for the ſake 
of ſuch errors as theſe Brethren cannot approve, and 
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therefore will not for the ſtrengthening of their hands. 
be longer contented to bear the imputation of thoſe 
Opinions, and contribute to the propagation of themz 
neither of which can be avoided, if they continue to 
be of a party with thoſe who ſo publickly plead for 
thoſe errors, and divide from us only for defending 
the oppoſite Truths. Their own obſervation will 
furniſh them with many more Arguments at laſt to 
change their coarſe, eſpecially if they'll conſider where 
it's like toend; it's already come to this paſs, that with 
a ſtock of theſe errors, their ignorant Lay-men ſetup 
for the only Goſpel-preachers, and are crouded after, 
Many of their own people are ſo infeted as to decry 
themſelves for Legaliſts, when they dare preach of any 
thing beſides Believers privaledges, and the Prieſthood 
of Chriſt ; ſuch things cannot but affe&all them who 
mind the intereſt of Chriſt above their own ; of which 
number we are perſwaded many of the Diſlencers be, 
and will approve themſelves. We conclude unfeignedly 
praying, that the God of Peace will encreaſe all our 
Light and Love, that with a truly Chriſtian Spirit we 
may joyntly ſerve the intereſt of our common Lord, 
We ſha] add ſome RefleCtions on a Paper called, Re- 
marks, &'c. Which ſoon follow'd the Keport ; and too. 
much .reſemble each other. But having already An- 
ſwer'd what's moſt material,few further refleQions will 
ſuffice: And we ſhall ſpeak of the Authors as if but 
one Man. : Wi | 
Firſt, It was needful to applaud the publiſhing his 
reported Paper, as refreſhing to hrmſelf,, p. x. Becauſe 
it's ſo offenſive to all ſerious Perſons; nor ſee we, how 
even he could be refreſhed thereby, further than as he 
Glorieth in deceiving the ſimple, loves diviſions, and 
hath a Proſpedt of attaining ſome miſchievous purpoſe 
by our Breaches. ES 
Secondly, Theſe his Papers, inſtead of removing, do 
Proclaim and fix that reproach upon him and his adhe- 
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rents, Viz. That they divide for — fake, and non 
#ot about what they differ, p. 6, for he aſſignerh their Di- 
viſions to one or two meer words or Law Terms, as 
to the Sillables and Letters, and not to the Senſe, upon 
which they will not openly fix their diſagreemear. But 
if he would remove this reproach, let him plainly and 
boneſtly contend for theirErrors which we oppoſe, and 
no longer deceive the world by impertinently nibbling 
ak a Roo expreſſions, and from thence charging us 
with Opinions which, he is convinced, all of us abhor, 
Only he thinks.it will be a greater reproach to Ac- 
knowledge, they divide for ſuch horrid Errors, than 
that they divide for dividing ſake, and differ about 
they know not, what ; Cuſtome and Nature being ſome 
excuſe for both theſe. #® £2 


Thirdly, The confidence of this remarker is more 


than ordinary. that p. 7. 15. can tell the World, That 
the Points in Controverſy are by. bis Paper made: manifeſt 
Whichyhe faith, is about a Change of Perſons. Where- 
as this change of Perſons never was the whole, nor 
any part of the Controverſy berween us. Mota Part, 
For it is aſſerted expreſsly by all of us in the Third Pa- 
per, aſſoon as it was objeQed to us, and the ſonnd Senſe 
of it affirmed in Mr. }:lliams's Book long before, Far 
leſs was this the whole of the Controverſy ; for tho' 
he Accounts the bottom in.the firſe Paper to be gene- 


' Yous, becauſe our Breihren therein made ſo little Pro- 
vition againſt the Criſpin Errors, yet we muſt mind . 


him theſe Errors gave riſe to our differences, and the 
abettors thereof ſtillrefuſe to give us ſatisfaction ; yea, 
even as to the moſt pernicious of their Opinions. 
 Fourthly, Sure he is conſcious, what we muſt think of 
him,when p.7,8.,9.He heaps ſo many words to ſhew that 
the Difference among us, concerning a Commutation' of 
Perſons, is not about trifles, or matters of leſſer weight, but 
what's eſſential to ſalvation. He cannot blame us to ask, 
Is it the meer phraſe, change of Perſons, or the ſound 
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enſe of that phraſe, which he ſaith is the Corner-ſtone of 
Chriſts ſatisfa#ion, and whar's ſo applauded by Juſtin 
"Martyr and. Dr. E. &c. If it be the meer phraſe, all the 
Churches of Chriſt are Condemned, becauſe their Con- 
feſſions omit it. If it be the Senſe of the Reporter and 
Criſpians, then the Reverend Bifhop Stillmgfleet, Grotius, 
Dr. E. and our Celebrated Anti/ocinian Authors are in 
as bad a Caſe as we, for they reje& that Senſe, But if 
it be the ſound Senſe expreſſed by Dr, Edwards, as Ci- 
ted in the remarks, which deſerves theſe Praiſes, they 
cannot be denied to us, no. not to Mr. Williams; for- 
his Book aſlerts,, Not only that Chrifts Blood was ſhed in- 
ſtead of ours, his life went in exchange for ours, and 
that to ſatisfy Juſtice and Anſwer the Law; but alſo, that 
Chriſts. ſufferings were Puniſhments. You'll preſently 
ſee the Judgment of the Learned Dr. Edwards, whom 
he recites as a favourer of his cauſe againſt Mr. Wil- 
liams, 
 Fifthly, If the: Congregational Brethren have no more 
than their Signing the Firſt Paper, to clear them from the 
Charge of Antimomianiſm, they mult ſtill abide under 
that charge. Notwithſtanding all that's aid, p. 9. 10 
11, the invalidity of his Reaſons will appear by our 
Anſwer to each. 1.” How can their preſent Declarati- 
on of their adbering to their approbation of the Articles 
of the Church of England, or to the Confeſſions of 
Faith, @&'c. Prove, They are far from being tainted with 
Antinomianiſm ? When ſeveral of them have Pub. 
liſhed their- Ant:nomian Opinions, both before and ſince. 
the like Declaration. 2. They do ſtill affirm, that 
nefther Repentance nor Faith are neceſſary to a Sinners- 
Pardon, or Juſtification before God ; bur only follow 
that; whatever they be to final ſalyation. Nor doth 
this Paper ſay any: thing againſt it, 3. It's. palpably 
falſe,” that. the firſt Paper affirms, that God doth nof 
Pardon, Juſtify, or accept a Sinner, nor Entitle him to. 
Eternal Life before the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt be he 
Bo | | PIf 
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_ and received by Faith (it's ſtrange he ſaid not 
efore repentance too) bur it's not true as to Faith it 
ſelf. The Paper ſaith, The only Righteouſneſs for” the ſake 
of which God Pardons, Juſtifies, or Accepts Sinners, or Inti- 
tles them to Eternal Life. is the alone Righteouſneſs of Chriſt 
without them, imputed to them, and received by Faith alone, 
Note, he puts applycd for imputed ( which he would 
not ſay is by Faith) and here is not ſo much,as that it's 
only the believing Sinner who is juſtified : But above 
_—_ knows of his Party who explains ſuch words, by 
publiſhing, that Chriſts Righteouſneſs when applyed 
and received by Faith, is only for a manifeſtation to 
their Conſciences for their quiet, that Chriſts Righte- 
onſneſs had been applyed to the Juſtification of their 
Perſons before God, long before they believed- This 
is all the Juſtification by Chriſts Righteouſneſs as re- 
ceived by Faith ; but they were Pardoned and Entitu- 
led to Life as mach before, cho' they knew ir not- And 
this Opinion the Paper denies not. 4. The Paper faith, 
Chriſt came into the Room of Sinners not to repent, or be- 
hieve for them, which the Goſpel requires. The remarker 
knew, if the Goſpel requires theſe by its Precepts, it 
was a ſlip overlook'd by fuch of taem who. deny the 
Goſpel to be a Law, therefore he wordeth it, The ele? 
are not exempt from an obligation of doing it themſelves, 
But he as well knows they hold, there's no obligatfon 
on them to repent or believe as a condition or Term 
of obtaining any benefit purchaſed by Chriſt; as to 
that, they have nothing to do. ' Alfo that it was the 
Law of Works, and -that only, which commandeth 
Faith and Repentance with any SanQtion ; And the Pa- 
per contradicteth them not, 5, Tho the Paper faith, 
there is not ſuch a Moral change whereby Chriſt be- |. 
came /nberently ſinful, and we immediately finleſs, yet | 
they do and may ſtill hold, that the filth, fault and fa& 
of ſin are ſo Tranſa&ted on Chriſt, that he was in 
Gods Account a2 very Criminal, the Blaſphemer, = 


*., 


Cl) En 
And that we are as Righteous as Chriſt in equality. And 
the Legal Senſe of the <3ange is ſuch, that we are. legal- 


ly repute to havqmade ſatisfaQion our ſelves by obey- 


ing and dying ;,0cauſe Chriſt did it, in our. Perſons, 
and we did it in his Perſon, 6. T he Paper faith, the 
Father was not offended, much leſs abhorred Chriſt, 
conſidered as he was in himſelf, But as jn Relation to 
us as our ſurety ; and the Father was diſpleaſed with 
Chriſt, as the guile of our Iniquities was laid. upon 
him. And he knows his Friends do hold, that God 
was diſpleaſed with and abhorred Chriſt, becauſe of 
the faulr and filth of ſin upon him as our ſurety ; which 
the Paper at leaſt forbids nor. It's worth obſerving, 
that this Article was framed in oppoſition to one of the 
two only Errors objected here againſt Mr. Williams's 
Book : Whoſe words are theſe : © That God teſtified 
© bis threatned indignation againſt ſn, in the awful 
© ſufferings of Chriſt in his Soul and Body, &c. (And 
© that Chriſt endured the effeas of Gods wrath) yet the 
* Father was not diſpleaſed with Chriſt, much leſs ab= 


+© horred him becauſe of the filthineſs of ſin upon him, 


þ. 31, 32. Here's the Error ( and but once mentioned) 
that required one of the three Articles to oppoſe it. 


Our Third Paper hath given them far more ground to 


make this the point ia Controverſy, than that. of 
Change of Perſons ( which it aſſerts both as to Name 
and Senſe.) But they inſiſt not on this, becauſe of the 
odious ſound of what they mult aſſerr in oppoſition to 
it. As to the Remarkers hint from the Aſſemblies 
words, that Chriſt endured the weight of Gods wrath; 
Ler us mind him, that diſplicency is oppoſed to Com- 
placential Love, and therefore none can be the object 
of Gods diſpleaſure, but one who. is evil and wicked in 
the ſight of the Lord, and therefore hateful. to him as 
ſach. But the effets of Gods ReQoral wrath may fall 
on Chriſt, tho beloved as our ſurery, yea, who was not 


hated but loved for dying, according to his own Vo- 
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luntary Engagements, Review theſe things, and judge 
w hat a poor Vindication from Antinomianiſm the firſt 
Paper affordeth. Unleſs they 4hirk, he muſt be far 
enough from this Error, that C%geth che Law of 
Works to he in full for.e, and the only Law, altho 
they alſo hold, that the elect have fulfilled this Law per- 
fetly in Chriſt, and therefore are themjelves to yield 
no ſort of obedience in order to any benefit, or pre- 


venting of any puniſhment. Here's all the Zeal for che 


Law which they think enough to acquit them from -1- 
tinomians,and all who think that we under theGoſpel are 
any further obliged, are ro be Neonomians, But, 7. Yet 
as great a Liberty as this Paper gives Antinomians to 
ſubſcribe it ; obſerve in what a faint and dark manner 
they do ſubſcribe even this poor defence ;"their words 
are; We areglad to find ſo good an agreement among us 
&s this Paper doth expreſs. This is all. But wherein ? 
or how far ? Or under what Limitations ? Or in hopes 
of what future advances this agreement is to be con- 
ſtrued ? They have reſerved ſufficient liberty to-explain 
as occaſion offers ; and cannor deny the reader a leave 
to gueſs, eſpecially when he ſeeth the Reporter alrea- 
dy to differ fo very much from our Brethren, in his ex- 
plication of a Change of Perſons, and other things 
contained in that Paper. 8. Bur yet further, as poor a 
detence againlt Antiwomianiſm as the Paper is, if plain- 
ly aſſented to; And as mcer a nullity as the Subſcrip- 


tion is, there were leveral of the Congregational who 


refuſed to do,even thus much ; and refuſed to ſet their 
hands to this. Which the Reporter well knows, what- 
ad Art he 'hath uſed to hear. what they all have 
one. | | 

May not we hope upon ſo plain evidence. That ſach 
of our Congregational Brethren as are not Anttnomi- 
81s, will be convinced, it's neceſſary todo yer more tor 
their Vindication chan thus ſignins this Paper z ſeeing 
that, not only they, who are far frombcing tainted with 
Bo this 
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this Poiſon, but they who are moſt infeted may ſafely Suh- 
ſcribe as tt requires, and they have done, who in the ad- 
juiting of this?aper could nor be brought to grant, that 
Regeneration is neceſſary, 9 bring us into a good State. 

6. Notwithſtanding his Complement to a few 
Subſcribers, p. 12,13, 15- The Presbyterians need not 
ſubſcribe the ' firſt Paper to_ acquit them from the Socins- 
an ſlander, that they are Arminians ; No, nor yet from 
the Reporters ſlander, that they are Socrmans. 

They have done it more effeually in the publiſhed 
agreement in Doftrine, 1692. They have done it yet 
more in the Articles 169.4. Which had been alſo pub- 
liſhed, if theſe Diſſenters could have cleared them- 
felves of Antinomianiſm, as the Presbyterians did of Ar- 
minianiſm. Yea, they have done it as fully by the 
Third Paper as can be by the Firft : That retains the ſame 
words-in the Head of Juſtification, and in all the reſt, 
as far as they oppoſe Arminianiſſm, Nay, dg not we 
and Mr. Williams Book, aſſert Chriſts ſufferings to be a 
puniſhment in ſatisfa&tion to puanicive Juſtice ? which 
the remarker, p. 14. 15. declares to be the diſtin= 
guviſhing point ; are nor our words, Chriſt came mto our 
room and ſtead to dye, to anſwer for our violations of the 
Law of Works, and that the puniſhment of our ſins were in- 
flited on Chriſt, that God miz ht without injury to his Jul- 
ftice or Honour, Pardon Sinn rs for his ſa:isfattion? What 
a ſlanderous Spirit Aceth this Man, that makes Chriſts 
fatisfaction to punitive Juſtice, to be that which 
diſtinguiſheth the Armzinians and Socinians from the Or- 
thodox ? And yet ranketh us among the former, tho 
he knows all cf us aſſented to the Third Paper, which 
afirmeth Chriſts ſufferings were a ſatisfattion to pu- 
nitive Juſtice. 

7. But hew long will this Man acquit any of the:Pres» 


byterians, from the ſlander of being Arminians and Soct- 


nians tO0? He is ſure, the World will ſoon know that _ 
even they ot our Brethren, whe Subſcribed the firſs _ - 
E 2 Papers 
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Paper, have ſeveral of them framed, and the others af: 
ſented to the Third aer, as an Explication of their 
Senſe of the /r ff. The Reporter ſaith, rhe Third Pa-7 
per perverts and denies the azi5tattion uf Chrilt,.in the 1s 
Account given of a Change 6t Perſons; It ſ», he muſt 
Account theſe Biethren het catter-no other than Armi- Iſt 
nians and Socinans in common with the reſt of us ; pers 

* haps he'll Pro.laim them Apoſtates too, for not adhe- 
Ting to the Cirſt F ape”, in oppoſition to the / bird. And 
he 1s too well known for us to d cubt that when it ſerves 

- his turn, no Presbyters.4n ſhall be ſound in the Faith, be- 

-*cauſe he is'not a Criſpran in Doarine. 

8. Allhis artifice, p, x5, 16. hath nor, nor ever can 
reduce the controverſy among vs into a narrower 
Room than this. Is Repentance required by the Goſpel, 
1n order to the Forgiveneſs of Sin ? and Faith in Chriſt 
in order to the Juſtification of our Perſons before God, 
Unleſs he'll reduce-it to this, Is any Duty on Mans part 
required by the Goſpel in order to his obraining any 

| ſaving benefat, or any kind of fin, a bar to his Title 

| | © any ſuch benefits by the Goſpel conſcitution ? here's 
| the Controverſy, and the Third Paper is reiuſed becauſe 

It is expreſs, for the affirmative beyond the firſt. 

9g. We are ſorry we have ſo much Reaſon to fear, 
That if this pretended point of a Change of Perſons, 
| were Accommodated to the Criſpians liking, Mr. Lob 

it; would find ſome occaticn to continue our heats and di- 

{ viſions, wherein he had the greateſt Hand under the 

it Name of a Pacificator, as ſoon as other Agents became 

| a little quiet. What delign he propoſeth, or ſome 0- 

thers by him, if detrimental to the Common Good, F* 

lf we hope, God will diſappoint it, and at laſt favour I 

ſuch who may be repairers of our breach, and reſtor- 

ers of Paths to dwell in. | | 
Reader, Note that our Anſwer comes out ſo late, F' 
becauſe the Reporter Publiſhed his Paper, when he 
knew our Mectings were laid down, and that we were | 
n9..to come together till September. The IF 
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The Report and Anſwer make mention of a ſecond 
Paper, which to render the whole matter more plain, 
is here annexed, with the Occaſion of ir. 
Septemb. 7. 1696. At a meeting of the United Minis 


ſters, Mr. /Villi ms ſpake to this effect: © Mr. Mode- 
<* rator, I hear by ſome perſons, that ſince our receſs, 
© there is a diſpoiition in ſome of the Congregational 
@ Brethren to Peace, if not to Re-union: And that 
© the only pretended obſtacle is the want of ſatisfaRti- 
* on concerning the Orthodoxneſs' of all of os in the 
* Points of Ju?ification, Commutation of Perſons, and 
&« the Father s diſpleaſure with Chriſt. - For their diſſatis- 
&« tation, they inſtance ſomewhat out of my Book as 
* adenial of a Commutation of Perſons, and infinuate 
* as if the other two were not duly afferted, All 
* propoſals for Re-union 'ſhould begin with this 
*Roard,nor ought particular Members conclude theme 
ſelves in a matter of this kind till you are conſulted. 
But though, I confeſs, I know not what can be jaſtly 
offered, which we have not done already, and all 
* that concerns my Book is long ſince adjuſted ; 
* yer that nothing may ſeem wanting on our part to. 
© promote Peace, I would not loſe the advantage of 
* their preſent inclination toit. And being that only 
* my B2ok is objecte1 againſt, I have drawn up in this 
* Paper the Heads of a Propoſal, to be ſentto P. Hol, 
& which I ſubmit to the Judsgmene of this Board. 
That called the Second Paper. 

The Preface is made up of what's Cited p. 4, out of 
the Agreement 1692 3 and what is in the Preface of 
the firſt and third Papers. The Three DoQtinals are 
in theſe words, We declare, 

i: Of Juſtification, As the Goſpel plainly requi- 
eth Renenatance towards God in order to a Sinner's 
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eYpartaking of the Remiſſinn of ſins, and Faith in our 


Lord Jus in order to Juſtification, and a godly Con- | 
verſation in order to eternal Glory, promiſing Juſti- 
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( 54) | 
fication and Forgiveneſs of Sin to all penitent Believers, 
and ete1nel Lic to ſuch as perſevere in Faith and trye 
Ho:inc: ; Alio declaring all impenitent Unbelievers 
(whle{u.h) to be ina ſtate of Condemnation. So 
byyhe jzme Goſpel ir is evident, that none of theſe, 
ncr any w-' k Gone by Men, or wrought by the Spirit 
of Gd in them, are under any denomination any part 
of th : kighiec: ſnefs, for the ſake, or on the account 
wher2of any tleſſing is merited or procured , much 
leſs Jr ification or Eternal life, But God juſtihes, 
pardons, accepts and entitles Sinners to Eternal life 
only for the lake ot the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt without 
them, imprtec to them, and received by Faith alone. 

2. O Co wutations, Ferſons. Whereas ſinners were 
obnoxious to ſuffer the Puniſhments threatned by rhe 
Law tor their Tranſgreſſhons ; The Lord Jeſus by his 
Compa=et with the Father, became our mediating Surety; 
and as ſuch, he obeyed the Law, and our Puniſhments 
were judicially transferred on him; which for our 
Redemprion he endrred in our room and ſtead, to the 
fati<taQtion of Juſtice, that we m-ght be juſtified when 
we believe,and be dealt with accorcingly.Nevertheleſs 
we deny that by a Commuvraticn of Pe1 ſons there is ſuch 
a reciprocal change o; condition betwixt Chriſt andSinners, 
or ſuch an imputation, or tranſlation of qualities, 4 
implies that Chrilt was as Sinfull as we,and we as Righ- 
teons as Chriſt, - And though we afjert that Chriſt 
hath undertaken rhe Ele& ſhall in due time repent and 
believe, yet we.denv thar Chriſt came into th- rocm 
of the Elec to repent or believe tor them, or that Br 
Hevers a1e a.ccuvted to have done and ſuffered wha 
Chit did, or thar they are juſtifFed by the Law 0 
Works —- See more in the next Head. 

3. 0} the ! athers being df; leaſ-d with Chriſl ; (T hovg} 
the Phraſe be not proper, yet wedeclare ) T he Lord 
| Jefis having engaged in the Covenant of Redemprio 
a our mediating Surety, to ſuffer the pupiſhment 0 
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C83. 2 b, 
our Sins for the expiating thereof: He did bear the puilt 
of our ſaiquiries,to ſufferas Sinners ſuffer,and to be dealt 
with as God threatned'to deal with them whom he 
is diſpleaſed with, as far as was conſiſtent with Chriſt's 
being innocent, and one who became ſubje& to thoſe 
Puniſhments by his own conſent in Obedience to the 
Father, and for the Redemption of Sinners. And 
ther:fore Chriſt was under the wrath of God, as that 
was his will to puniſh him; yea he endured the weight 
of that wrath in the puniſhment of our Sins; which fins, 
as to the obligation ro endure thoſe puniſhments, were 
laid on Chriſt ; It pleaſed the Lord to bruiſe him, haymg 
laid on him the in iquities of us all, 

But we deny that our Sins, as to their 1/5 or fault, 
were transferr*d on Chrilt, or that he was inherently,or 
in legal eſteem, or looked on by the Farher as one 
contrary.to his holy Nature aad Will, either as he was 
our Surety, or in any other reſpe#t. And therefore 
if by diſpleaſed with Cit, is meant, that the Father 
hated or abhoyred Chriſt ( which'is proper only to one 
e'il in the light of the Lord ) becauſe of our ſins impu- 
ted to him; So the Father was not diſpleaſed with 
Chriſt. But on the concrary, the Father / was. always 
well-pleaſed with him, at all times accounting him 
(even as our High Prieſt) holy, harmleſs, undefiled and 
ſeparate 'rom Sinners ;, and therefore ſuch, .when he of- 
fer'd himſelf an expiating Sacrifice; yea, for that he 
loved him. 

Then follows Mr. illiam's Conrurrence in theſe 
three Points, with Citations at roy our of his Book 
that, he had oft affirmed the very ſame, and that the 
places obje&ed did uot at ail contradi& any of theſe 
things. . | | 

And then further declareth, that as he had oft pro- . 
poſed it, ſo now he is willing t> an Union with the 
diſſenting Brethren, either by mutval forbearance, 
wherein we diffec ia judgment ; or if ſatisfation be. 
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inſiſted on as-to any other expreſſions that have been 
or ſhall be objected out of any of his Books ( where he 
knows nothivg but what is orthodox ) he is willing to 
give it in the ſame time and manner as Mr. Cole, Mr, 
Mather, Mr. Chauncy, Mr. Trayl, &'c ſhall be obliged to 
give ſatisfaction as to many material exceptions he 
hath made, and ſhall yet make, to what they have 
publiſhed-in their Books. But otherwiſe he will no far- 
ther concern himſelf, but keep to the Vore palt, Sept; 
16. 1695. notwithſtanding that now for Pei-e-ſake, he 
hath waved the demand thereof in Anſwering the above 
mentioned Exceptions, when they are not required to 
do the like. 

- Laſtly, There is the form of Words for the \Sub- 
ſcribers of Mr. Williams's Book which you have before, 
þ. 4. cited out of the Agreement 1692 : only with this 
Addition, Thar Mr. WF. did not write his Book, nor 
they ſubſcribe the Approtation with any deſign to op- 
poſe our Congregational Brethren as ſuch, or to divide 
from them. 

This Paper was read and received ; but Mr. }. de- 
ſired it might be waved, when a propoſal was made by 
a Subſcriber of the firſ# Paper, thar we ſhould draw up 
the third Paper our of this and another Paper, called 
the firſt , which were both vored to be la'd aſide, al- 
tho that called the fi-/t / apcy was never read in the 


' Meeting, nor once propoied to be received there. 
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{LETTER from the Right Reverend 
Dr. Stillingflcet, B:ſþ92p of Worceſter, in An- 
ſer to one from Mr. Williams, who defired his 
Jaigment as to the following | Queſtions ; 
becauſe his Loraſhip*s Book is in the firſt Paper, 
aud the Report pleaded againſt Mr. Williams, 


$1; | 
] Retura youThanks for the Papers you were pleaſedto 
" ſend me;by waich I am able toUnderſtand ſomething 
more than formerly, of the Preſent ſtate of the Diffe-- 
rence about the Change of Perſons between Chriſt and us: 
But I ſhall meddle no farther in it than 1 am Obliged to 
do it in Anſwer to the Queſtions you propoſe to me, 
And I wiſh I may be able to do any ſervice therein. 

The firſt is about my ſenſe of Commutation of Perſons. 


It is aid in the firſt Paper,that 7 do with Grotius expreſs+ - 


ly affirm and irrefragably prove it with the common ſenti- 
ment of Proteſtants, and that the Dodrines of Fuſtification 
and Chrifts ſatisfaftion, cannot be duely Explained and De- 
fended con/iſtently with the Denial of any Commutation of 
Ferſons between Chriſt and Believers. 
\ This had been fairly Repreſented,in Caſe there could 
be nÞ other ſenſe of Commutation of thy than what 
is aſſerted by Dy. Criſp, but there is a 3 fold ſenſe of ity 
very different from each other. \ 
' I. Such a Change of Perſons as; implies that Oneis 
Appointed and allowed to AQ on behalt of others, and 
for their Advantage; and this ſort of Commutation of 
Perſons the Socinians never denied ; as | have ſhewed in 
the Diſcourſe of F :tisfaFion.p.62. 190. 198. It is not 
therefore the Uſe of the Words, but the ſenſe of them 
is to been enquired -into For ſome may Afro 
a Change of Perſons, and yet be Socinians; and others 
may deny a Change,and be far enough fromSocttiani/m, 
1h. acccording 
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according to the ſence in which they are underſtood, 

2. Such a Change of Perſons as ſuppoſes One to he 
ſubſtiruted in the Place of others to became an Attone- 
ment for the n in order to their Redemption and Deli- 
verance. And when ſuch a ſubſtirution is by the Will 
of G14 and Conſent of the Perſon who ſuffers ; here 
is a Real Change of Perſons as to that Particular End 
with is deli-1e4 by it. Aad in this ſenſe I did Aſerrt 
a Chanze of Pzrſons between Chriſt and us, becauſe by 
the will of the Father and his own Conſent, he became 
a Sacrifice of Propitiation for our Sins in order to their 
Remiſſion, and our Recontiliation with God on ſuch 
Terms as are declared in the Goſpel; as may be ſeen 
at large in the Diſcourſe already mentioned, particular- 
ly ch. 4.S. 4 


3. Such a Chanpge of Perſons as implies an AQual 


Trautlation of the Perſonal guilt of all the Sins of Be- 
lievers onChriſt, and his PerfonalRighteouſneſs on them, 
without Regard to any Conditions on their Part, but 


meerly by the free Grace and favour of God. And | 


this I take to be Dr. Criſps ſence of the Change of Per- 
ſons; of which I ſhall diſcourſe when 1 come to the laſt 
Queſtion, - ; | 

But the Authors of the firſt Paper and of the Report, 
DP. 4- ſeem to take it for granted that there can be bur 
One Senſe of Commutation of Perſons ; wherein they 
do not diſcover their profound Knowledge in theſe 


 Matrers, if they thought ſo; or their Ingenuity, if 


they knew otherwiſe, and deſigned to impoſe upon 
thoſe who did nor.” For it appears that there is a 
| Senſe 41 which it may and ought to be denied , with- 
our. the leaſt Prejudice to the D 
. fagion, | Alchough that cannot be Explained or Defended 
wit,out ſome kind of Commutation of Perſons; yet it very 
well may andovght to beDefended withour and againſt 
Dr. Criſps tenſe of it, as will be made appear afterwards 


The 


oqrine of Chriſt's fatis- _ 
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The Author of the Report, p. 5. faith, this is the very - 

Hin.e on which the Controverſy between the Orthodox and 
Socinizn doth turn; which ſhews him rq be not very deep» 
ly skilled in its tor the /- inge of the Controverſy is not 
about the Words, but the ſenſe of Commutation of Per- 
fons : and even the ſenſe is not the Ouginal Contro- 
ver(y, but Conſequential, upon our Aſſerting Chriſts 
Sacr ifice' to be a Propitiation for our Sins; for upon this 
they ask how the AR of one Perſon can be ſo Benificial 
to others? and to that we Anſwer, that alctho One 
Man's A&t cannot become anothers, yet if by Conſent 
both of the Father and Son, he becomes our Mediatour, 
and ſuffers in ovr ſtead, in order ro our Reconciliation, 
then as to that End and Purpoſe, here is a _— 
Perſons : for whereas in ſtrineſs we ovght to have ſuf- 
fered rhe Deſert of our own Sins, God was pleaſed to 
Accept of his ſuffering inſtead of ours, and fo by vir- 
tue of that Propitiation we hope for the Remiſfion of 
Sins and the Favour of God, according to the Terms of 
the Goſpel. And therein contiſts the true Controverſy 
berween the Socinians and vs: viz, whether the ſuffer= 
ings of Chriſt were to be Conlidered as a Puniſhment 
for our Sins, and as a-Propitiatory Sacrifice to God for 
them, o1 only as an Ac of Dominion over an Innocent 
Perſon in order to his Advancement to'glory. 

Bur ir is (aid in the 7 erort, p!5. that if there be no 
Change of Fe ſon* between Co iſt and us, there can be no 
T-.;nſlition © the Guilt, nor a juſt infligion of the Pun:ſh- 
men! of our Sims on Chriſt; that is, there can be no prope® 
Satrifaltion, 

To this I anſwer, that there is a twofold Tranſlati- 
on of Guilt to be Conſidered. | 

1. Of the Perſonal Guilt, which Reſblts from the 
Atts of ſin committed by ſuch Perſons. If this guilt 
be tranilated, Chriſt muſt become the very Perſon who. 

. committed the fins; and fo he; muſt be looked on not. | 
only as an Afal Sinner, but as'the Perſon that -_ 
; . { mitt L. 1 


: {Y 


:$ 


| kidered as Debts, God may freely forgive them (with- 
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mitted all the Sins of thoſe for whom | he died: which 
cames {o acar to horrid Blaſphemy, rhat I won'\er Per- 
ſons that bear any Reverence to nur Bleſſed Saviour do. 
not abhorr che very thoughts of ir. 

2. Of Legal Guilt, which lies in the Obligation to 
Paniſhment, by virtue of the Sanftion of the Divine 
Law, Now this Guilt implies two things ; 

1, The Deſert of Puniſhment which follows Perſon- 
nal guilr, and cannot be transferred by a Change of 
Perſons ; For no man can ceaſe to deſerve Puniſhment 
for his own faults; nor deſerve that another ſhould be 
puniſhed for them, 

:< 2, The Oblization to undergo the deſerved Pu-. 
niſhment, b it becauſe the Execution of Puniſhment 
depends both on the Wiſdom and Juſtice - 'of the 
Legiſlatour ; therefore here a Change of Perſons may 
intervene, and by the wiſdom and Juſtice of God a 
Mediatour may be Accepted in ſuch a Manner as him- 
ſelf determines,and upon the Acceptante of his Sacrifice 


| the Offenders may be Pardon'd and Received into the 


Grace and Favour of God, on ſuch Terms as he hath 
declared inthe Goſpel. And in this ſenſe the guilt of 
our Sins was charged npon Chriſt as our Mediatour, 
who was to hear the Puniſhment of our fins ; ſo as by 
virtue of his ſufferings,” we may not only hope to eſcape 
the Juſt Puniſhment of our Offences, but to be Admit- 
ted into the Privileges of the Children of G-d. 

. But the Reporter out of a certain Manuſcript gives 


anther Account of: Commutation of Perſons, viz that 
» Commutation 11 a legal ſenſe is the ſame with a proper ſur- 
; rogation, where the ſurety puts on the Perſon, and ſtands in 


the Duality, ſtate and condition of the Debtor, and lies un- 


I} der the ſame Obligation to anſwer for hin. 


But this I have ſhewed long ſince to be a very wrong, 


i} Notion of Chriſts Satisfa&tion ; and which in Effet 


gives up the Cauſe to the Socinians © For if fins be con- 


out 
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out diſparagement ro. -his Wiſdom and” Juſtice Y* with” 


out any Sat1sfaQtion : and the Rigbr of Puniſhment thieh. 


depends cn Gods Abſolure Demimop) and Satisfaction, 


muſt be by way of Compenfaticon; of whiah I have 


' nieated'ar large, Ch. 1.F. 2, ul:. Burt I cannot but won-. 


der at the learned Author of the MM, 8. that he doth at- 


the ſame time allert. our lins to ' be conſidered as Debts, 


and the Neceſſity of Vindigive Tuſtice ; tor, what vinds- 
ive ſuſtice belongs to a Creditor + May not a Creditor 


part with his own Right,and forgive what and whom - 
he pleaſes , without any violation of ' Juitice? I can: 


haidly think, that thoſe who write ſo rudely and 
inconliſtently, ever penetrated into theſe Matters in 
their own thoughts; but only take up with a ſett of 


Phraſes and Common Expreſſions among thoſe they 


Converſe with, which they look on as the ſtandard and 
Meaſure of Truth abou: theſe Matters. 


Bur he finds fault with ſome men who bold that Chriſt 


only ſuffered in the Te'ſon of a Mediatour, and not mn the 
Perſon of Sinners, What is the Meaning of this? I had 
thought, that a Mediatour interpoſing for that end, 


that by his ſufferings there might be a Propitiation for 


fins, did ſo far ſuſtain the Ferſ-m of Sinners, as to take 
upon himſelf the Puniſhment of their ſins, and Procure. 
Grace and Favour for them, But it-he means any 
thing beyond this, he muſt Explain himſelf, Chri 
ſuffered in the Perſon of Sinners, 1s it that he ſuffered 


: thar others might not ſuffer? That is not denied by 
thoſe who ſay that Chriſt ſuffered in the Perſon of a Me-_ 


diatour. For a Mediatour is a Publick Perſon; and'AQs 
in-the ſtead and on the behalf of others; and'if this be 
called ſuſtaining the Perſon of Sinners, 1 ſuppoſe they will 


not quarrel with the Expreſſion, But if more be meant ' 


by it, viz. that the Perſonal Guilt of ſinners, in Dy.. 


Criſ.s ſenſe, is transferred upon Chriſt, that they have TR | 
deny; asIlh aker in Anſwer tq the | 
to Ueny ; as 1 Nope 0G MAKEr IE appear 1NAN er v9 E > | 
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third Queſtion. 
_ The 
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The 2d Queſtion is, whether the Author of Goſpel Truth 
Fated, viz, Mr- Williams be chargeable with Socmaniſm,jin 
what be ſard, p. 37.40 ? 

The charge ſtands thus in the Report, p. 4. that he 
ſaith, there 1« no Change of Perſons between C briſt and Sin- 
ners : which is there ſaid to be mconſaſtent nxth th Do- 
&rine of ChriſPs Satisfaftion ; which muſt ſuppoſe a Commu- 
gation of Perſons, - nd therefore be that demes any Change, 
cannot aſſert the Dofrine of S4atisfatÞion. | 


This is the force of the Objection. And being 


deſired to give my Opinion of it, I examin'd and com- 
pared ſeveral paſſages in that Book, that | might judge 
truely and impartially concerning it. And | found the 
Author, p. 3, ſaying concerning the Difference with 
Dr, Criſp, that it was not whether Chriſt had made full At- 
tonement for ſin; which he thereby owned to be his 
ſenſe.” And p.7. more fully he owns that our fins were 
zmputed to Chriſt with Reſpect to the Guilt thereo; , ſo that 
be by the Fathers appeintment, and "15 own Conſent, became 
obliged as Mediatour to bear the Puniſhments to the full 
fattsfafion of Juſtice and to our altual Re miſſion when we 
believe, Can any thing be more clear and expreſ; againſt 
Socinianiſm than this? There are other paſlages, p. 10. 
Ig. 28. &c. tothe ſame purpoſe, but theſe are ſufficient 
to ſhew, that he could not abſolutely deny any Com- 
mutation of Perſous | 
. _ But in what Words doth he deny it? For it 1s poſe 
ſible there may be ſuch Words uſed as may Reſtrain 
and limit the ſenſe ; and then it is very hard to force 
ſuch a ſenſe upon them, as is inconiiſtent with what 
he had ſaid before, for no man Loves to Contradi& 


himſelf; eſpecially, when he kno:vs' what advantage - 


wi. be taken by ir. The words are theſe, p. 40 5 he 
grfference lies in theſe points. 1. Whether there be a change 
Perſon between Chriſt and the Ele ? Tea, or betwizt 


Ciriſt and Behevers. This the Duftor affirms, and 1 de- 


ny. How can any Perſons, in common Ingennity, un- 
| | deritand 
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derſtand this otherwiſe, than that he de nicd frch 
Change of Perſons as Dr. Criſp affirmed ? But againſt 
this it is urged by the Author of the MS, in the Re- 
port, p. 51. that his Denial of a Change of Perſons , 
is © Expreſs and full . as leaves nos room for any 
diſtin&t19n, limitation or Reſtridtion, or for an owning it in 
any ſenſe. What ! not in the ſenſe that himſelf had 
owned it in .before? This is very- hard ; eſpecially 
when he mentions what the Do@or affirmed «nd he denied- 
There is a very good paſſage to this purpoſe in the 
firſt Paper,mentioned in theReport, p. 12. Not thinking 
it Reaſonable or juſt to charge upon any Brotber ſuch Cone- 
quences of any Expreſſion or Opmion of bis, which he hin;= 
ſelf ſhall difown, Why then ſhould ſuch a fenſe be 
charged upon him, which he diſowns at the ſame time? 
There muſt be ſomerthiag farther in 'this Matter, than 
appears to an Indifferent and ImpartjalReader; what it 
is, 15 no Part of my buſineſs ro enquire, | 

But that which muſt give the beſt Light into it, wall 
be the Reſolution of the laſt Queſtion. | 

The 3d Qneſtion is, concerning Dr. Criſys Senſe of 
the Change of Perſons, whether it |be true or falſe ? 
Which, 1 ſappoſe, is truly ſet down'by the Author of 
the Goſpel-Truth ſeated; in theſe words, p. 38. Mark 2t 
well, Chriſt himſcif 1s not ſo compleatly righteous, but we 
are as righteous as he; nor we ſo compleatly ſinful, but 
Chriſt became, being made ſin, as ſinful as we;, Nay, 
more, we are the ſame righteouſneſs ;, for we are made the. 
righteouſneſs of God 3 that wery finfulneſs that we were, 
Chriſt 15 made that very ſinfulneſs before God, $0 that 
bere 18 a direft Change, Chriſt takes our Perſon and Conthi- 
tion, and ſtands m our ſtead, and we tate Chrifs Perſon, 
and ſtand in his ſtead.” | 


Here is indeed a Change of Perſons ſuppoſed, but [ 
do not find it proved ; and therefore is only to be 


look'd on as an Inaginary Change, which it is poſſible 
tor Men to fancy ; but that is no Ground tb'build 3 
| | Matty 
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Matter of Faith upon; and ſuch as the Salvation: of 
their Souls is ſo nearly concerned in, But to deliv 
-< Opinion freely and dilſtia&ly about it, I ſha 
ew | 

1. That it hath no Foundation in Scripture, 

2. That icis contrary to the Tenour of it, and the 
Terms of Salvation contained in the Goſpel. 

3. That it is attended with very bad Conſequences, 
which naturally follow from it. 

I. That it hath no Foundation in Scripture For 
which I defire it may be conlidered, that our hleſſed 
Saviour himſelf in all his Preaching, w ho came to R 
yeal the Will of God to Mankind, faith nothing a 
all of it : and can any poſlibly think that he wonld o 
mit ſuch a Point, wherein, 1 perceive, ſome do think 
the Subſtance of the Goſpel 1s conta'!ned ? All that ov 
Saviour ſaith to this purpoſe,” is, That he came to giv 
his Life a Ranſom for many, Mart, 20. 28, and that biz 
' Blood was ſhed for many for the Remiſhon of ſins, Mat. 
26. 28. What other Change of. Perſons is herein im- 
Plied, bnt thar of a Ran/om, and a Sacrifice of Propiti- 
ation ? He thar knew beſt for what End he ſuffered, 
faith not one word of his taking upon himſelf the Per-F 
ſon of ſznners, in any other ſenſe than as he ſuffered in 
their ſtead, and for their advantage. Here is nothing 
like his being as compleatly ſanful as wes and our being 
made as righteous as he. And yet certainly he com- 
municated to his Diſciples thoſe Points on which their 
Juſtification and Salvation depended. But how could 
they- apprehend any ſuch Change of Perſons in this 
ſenſe, from any words uſed by himſelf to them? And 
all neceſſary Points of Faich were deliver'd by our $a- 
viour to his Diſciples : And therefore to make ſich a 
Change of Perſons neceſſary, and yet not mention't 
by him, 1s to charge him with failing in his Propheti 
cal Office, which all thoſe ought to conſider, who lay 
ſych ſtreſs upon this Matter, Ef I 
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But doth not Sr. Paul ſay, that God bath' made him to 
be ſin for us, who knew no ſin, that we might be made the 
righteouſneſs of God in him? 2 Cor. 5. 21.' I grant he 
doth ſo. But do not theſe words imply ſuch a Change of 
Perſons as Dr. Criſp aſſerts? By no means, Which I 
thus prove : Dr. Criſp's Notion of the Change of Per- 
ſons, ſuppoſes the Benefits of this Change to be ante- 
cedent to any Conditions on our ſide, viz. that it was 
by a TranfQion between the Father and the Son, 
without Regard toany At of ours : But when the A- 
poſtle ſpeaks of ChriſPs being made fin for 1s, and our 
being made the righteouſneſs of God in him; he ſuppoſes, 
that before we can have the Benefit of ir, we muſt be . 
firſt Reconciled to God , which is an AR on our Part. 
For to this purpoſe he ſaith, v.18, 19. that after the 


Reconciliation made by Chriſt at his Death, he had gi- 


ven to the Apoſtles the Miniſtry of Reconciliation. To 
what purpoſe? Was it only to let them know what 
Chriſt had already done for Mankind? That were to 
ſetup a Miniſtry of Conſolation for Believers ; but not 
of Reconciliation, But the Apoſtle lays great force:up- 
on ir, that God had committed to them the Word of Recon- 
ciliation. Now then, ſaith he, we are Ambaſſadors for 
Chriſt, as though God did beſcech you by us, we pray you in 
Chriſt's ſtea4, be ye reconciled to God, v. 20. They 
were by this Miniftry of Reconciliation , after what 
Chriſt had done and ſuffered, prayed; and with 'great 
earneſtneſs, to be Reconsiled to God? To what End? 
If according to this Change of Perſons, they were - more 
than Reconciled to God already, if they were true Belie- 
vers ; for they were as righteous as (Chriſt himſelf, -and 
therefore muſt be in the Grace and Favour of God,” If 
they were not Believers, then, according to this 
Scheme of the Change of Perſons, they could: have no 
Benefit by it ; and A this HAmiſtry of | Re - 

verted, as tothe great Pur- 


poſe and Deſign of it, Far either they were wy 
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iled already, or they never could be. And yet the 
Apoſtle, after thoſe words, v. 21. immediately ſub- 


 joyns Ch. 6. 1. We then as Workers together with him, be- 


ſeech you alſo,, that ye receive not the Grace of God in 
gain. What can the meaning of theſe Words be, if 
Dr, Criſp's Senſe of the Change of Perſons hold good ? 
Can they who are compleatly righteous, ever recatye the 
Grace of God in. vain? And to what T[urpoſe doth he 
ſpeak of their working together with God, and beſecching 
them not to do a thiug utterly impoſſible ? Fort 
would be to undo what had long ſince been done- be- 
tween the Father and the Son in the Change of Perſons, 
So that this Notion of the Change of Perſons is as dif- 
ferent from St. Pauls, as may be 3 for that ſuppoſes no 
conditions on our fide ; and the Miniſtry of Reconcalia- 
#108 an St. Paul, is wholly founded upon it,and really fig- 
nifies nothing, as to the Ends he propoſes without it, 
For to what purpoſe is that appointed to perſwade 
Men to be Reconciled to God, if all that ever ſhall be 
admitted to Heaven were long ſince Reconciled at the 
Death of Chriſt, and they were made as compleatly 
Righteo!ts as Chriſt himſelf 2 
It may be ſaid, That the Miniſtry of Reconciliation is 
not uſeleſs, becauſe it is the means whereby God doth -ffettu- 
ally convey his Grace into the Ficarts of Believers, But 
this cannot ſatisfy any one that conſiders St. Pauls Ex- 
preſſions : For his Words are, We pray you in Chriſts 
ſfread, be ye Reconciled to God, If he had ſaid, That God 
had made Chriſt to. be ſin for you already, and you as 
Righteous as Chriſt was ; How would it have looked to 
have faid after this, We pray you to be Reconciled to God ? 
For, what need they any Reconciliation, who were alrea- 
dy ſo much in his fayour ? 
But is there no Change of Perſons then implied in thoſe 
Words of St. Paul; Who made him to be /in for us, who 


knew n9 fin, that we might be mage the Righteouſneſs of God * 


i bim? Yes certainly, Such a Change, whereby Gr 
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did undergo the Puniſhments of our ſins ; and {0 Eraſmus 
obſerves, that Chrift is xot called a /inner here, as Dr. 
Criſp would have ir, bur /3n; i. e. a Sacrifice for ſin, accor= 
ding to the Scripture ſenſe : And we are made the Righte- 
ouſneſs of God in b1m, i, e. That God upon the Account 
of his Sacrifice, and our Reconciliation to him, would 
treat us as Rightevuus Perſons, or receive us into his 
Grace and Favour ; which is all that I can find that Sr. 
Paul underſtood by this Expreſlion, 

2. I am now to ſhew, that this Notion of the Change 
of Perſons, which Dr. Criſp aſſerts, is contrary to the 
whole Tenour of the Scripture, and che Terms of Sal- 
vation contained in the Goſpel. I am ſenſible how 
large a Field I am enter'd upon : And if I ſhould pur- 
ſue this matter as it deſerves, it would take up much 
more room than I can allow to this Anſwer, I could 
eaſily prove that in all the TranſaQions between God 
and Mankind, ſoine Conditions on our fide were re- 
quired in order to his Favour. So it was ma the State 
of Innocency z So it continued after Mans Fall, as ap- 
pears by thoſe Remarkable Words of God to Cain, if 
thou doeſt well, ſhalt thou not be accepted ? If thou doeſs not 
well, fun lieth at the Door, Gen. 4. 7. S0 it was in Gods 
dealing with the Patriarchs, and the moſt excellent 
Perſons in the Old Teſtament, . Abrabam, Moſes, Da- 
vid, Job, &c. But I paſs over theſe, (alcho* 1 ſuppoſe 
they will not bedenied to have been of the Eled, and 
to have had the Benefit of Chriſts Righteouſneſs as well 
as Chriſtians) and come to the Terms of Salvation, as 
declared by Chriſt himſelf. Let any one ſeriouſly per- 
uſe the Doariae: which he Preached from the time, 
when be began to Preach and to ſay, Repent, for the King= 
dom of Heauen is at Hand, Mat. 4. 17. And+he ſhall 
pay the main an his Preaching was to DE 

en upon performing ſuch Conditions, as were necet- - 
fury to. their Salvation : And for that Reaſon, As 
may be ſeca in his Sermon on the Mount, in which he 
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begins with promiſing Bleſſedneſs to the Humble, Mer- 
ciful, Pure in Heart, Mat. 5. 3, 4. ©c. What do theſe 
things mean, if they be not Conditions on our Parts 
neceſſary in order to Happineſs ? And that they are 
conſidered by God as ſuch ? Why doth he ſay, Except 
your Righteouſneſs exceed the Righteouſneſs of the Scribes 
and Phariſees, ye ſhall in no Caſe enter into the Kingdom 
of Heaven, Mat. 5. if ſuch a Righteouſneſs, be not a 
Condition required in order to ſuch Entrance ? And 
if it be, no Change of Perſons without inward and re- 
al Righteouſneſs can be ſufficient. Our Saviour doth 
not ſpeak of what will be Evcntually in ſome Perſons, 


but of what is required to be done in order to an End. 


And therefore he concludes his Sermon with ſaying, 
Whoſoever heareth theſe ſayings of mine and doth them, | 
will liken him to a wiſe Man, who built his Houſe upon « 
Kock, &c. Mat. 7. 24. Not he that believes that he is 
one of thoſe who is made Compleatly Righteous by 4 
Change of Perſons, without any Change of Temper or 
Diſpoſition of Mind : He never promiſes the leaſt De- 
gree of Happineſs to ſuch ; bur {till inſiſts on our own 
Endeavours, By ſtriving to enter in at the ſtraight Gate, 
which $t. Paul Calls, working out our own Salvation with 
Fear and Trembling, and St. Peter, giving all Diligence to 
make our Calling and Eleition ſure, For, (aith he, If yt 
do theſe things ye ſhall never Fall, 

Do not theſe Expreſſions Note the neceſſity of the 
Performance of Conditions on our ſide ? And there: 
fore all Imaginary Notions of ſuch a Change of Perſon, 
as hath no Regard to any Aft of ours, 1s wholly Re- 
pugnant to the main Scope and Deſign of the Goſpel. 
I meddle not . with the diſpute about the Moral Law, 
which muſt continue to oblige us as long as the Rea- 
fon of it continues ; but the main Argument to me is 
from the Goſpel, as it is delivered by Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, who certainly underſtood the Subſtance and 
Deſign of it far better than Dr, Crijp, or the _ 
———_ RP 
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(69) 
doth. © What was TranſaQed between the Father and 
the Son, we know no more than they have Revealed to 
arts F us; and we know they had no Delign to Impoſe upon 

are | Mankind, by laying ſo much weight upon ſuch Condi- 
cept F tions as God had no Regard to ; and hy Concealing 
ribes El from them ſuch a Change of Perſons as made them Com- 
dom Þ vleatly Righteous without any AQ of theirs, Men could 
Ot a II never be Reconciled to the juſt Veneration and Eſteem 
And Bf we have of the Sacred Penmen of the Scriptures, nor 
_ IE- Bf to their Knowledge of the Myſteries of the Goſpel, 
doth JF nor to their Fidelity in declaring them for the Good of 
ons, £ Mankind, So that if we'find nothing of this Change 
nd. Y of Perſons in their Writings, and ſo much as is utterly 
/108, JN inconſiſtent withit, we have all the Reaſon in the 
ms 1 | World to Reject ir. 

pon a This Notion of the Change of Perſons is attended 
he is with very bad Conſequences. Which I do not charge 
by a on thoſe who do not ſee them, or are carrried by ſome 
er or E higher Principles above chem ; bur we are not to Judge 
; De- of Perſons bur of Things, and the Natural Tendency 
own Nof Principles. ; | 
Gate, And ſo the Change of Perſons in this Senſe hath theſe 
with Fvery had Conſequences: Thar it is apt to Leſſen our 
nce to FReverence of the Divine PerfeQions ; our juſt Senſe of 
If y the Differences of Good and Evil; Our Obligations 
to all ſorts of Duties ; It tends to the Diſparazement 
of that Free Grace they pretend to Exalt ; and Expoſes 
the Goſpel to the Reproach and Contempt of Infidels, 


rſow, nd leaves the Minds of thoſe who embrace it, under 

y Re- WGreat Temptations to Preſumptios., 
oſpel. F Theſe things I can only mention, becauſe you defir- & | 
Law, Wed a ſhort Anſwer to your Queſtions, and I have | 
 Rea- {Wbrought it into as narrow a Compaſs as I could, 


| TI am Sir, | 
Nev. 10.97. - Tour Faithful Friend and Servant, 


ED. WIGORN." 
F 3 | The _ _ 
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| The Learued Dodtor Edwards's Anſwer to 
the ſame Three Quetions; in a Letter to Mp. 
Williams ; occaſioned by Mr. Lob's Remarks, 
Wheryein he pretends the Dott or*s Preſervative 
againſt Socinianiſm, condemns Mr. Williams's 
Judgment concerning a change of Perſons, 


SIR, 


Have peruſed the Paſſages which you refer to, 
(viz. Goſpel-Truth ftated, p. 37, 40. the places 
objeted among the reſt ) beſides ſeverel other 
parts of your Books, though I have not as yet 
had Leiſure ſufficient to read them over ; However | 
have read enough to know your Opinion, and to un- 
derſtand how you ſtate the Matter in debate between 
you and your Antinomian Adverſaries ; and thereby 
am ſufficiently inftru&ed ts anſwer your Queries. To 
the Firſt therefore I ſay, That when ſpeaking of the 


Sufferings of our Saviour, I aſſert, as other Divines 


uſually do, a Permutation of Perſons: [ mean w 
more than what you affrm , viz. That Chriſt nor only 
died for the good, but likewiſe wice, or loco peccato- 
Yum, wn the room and place of Sinners. Burt when 
we aſſert an Exchange, or Permutation of Perſons, 
this muſt always be underſtood under ſuch Reftrictions 
andLimitations as may help us to avoid thoſe twoDan- 
gerous Errors which the -in:inomians have Fallen into. 
» And therefore, Firſt, We muſt affirm, we mean no 
more thereby then an obligation to Puniſhment, which 
he no otherwiſe Contrafted then by his own Free and 
Voluntary.conſent and undertaking, ro undergo that 
Puniſhment which theLaw threatned, and our Sins de- 
\. ſerved, Viz. Death. But this muſt by no means beſo 

far miſconſtrued, as to imagine that thereby the FR 
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(72) | 
and Turpitude of our fins were Transferred upon 
him: For tho in the former Senſe, he is ſaid to be 
made ſin for ns ; yet in the latter he ſtill continued 
Holy, Harmleſs, Undefiled, ſeparate from Sinners, 
and at an Eternal diſtance from them: Neither, Se- 
condly, Muſt this Permutation be extended ſo far as to 
imply a Reciprocal Exchange of Perſons, Viz. Of us / 
Sinners, into the Room and Place of Chriſt; As if 
God tlid look upon us as doing all that Chriſt did, 
and conſequently, that we do Merit Pardon, attone 
Juſtice, compleatly ſatisfy and fulfill the Law, fo thar 
we are actually diſcharged from Puniſhment withour 
more ado. No, we continue ſtill under the ſentence 
of the Law, Notwithſtanding all that Chriſt did to 
free us from it, till we perform thoſe Conditions upon 
which the application of Pardon is ſuſpended. The 
immediate therefore Effet and Conſequence of the 
Permutation which we are ſpeaking of, is only this, 
that Chriſt by dying in ovr room, had fo far recon- 
ciled us to his Father, as that he is willing to Pardon 
and admit us to his favour, provided that we on our 
Parts perform the Conditions of the New Covenant, 
Viz. Repentance and Faith. For tho Chriſt by dyin 
for us hath merited our Pardon, yet it ſtill continues ſo 
far in his own Power, as that he will not diſpoſe of ir, 
but upon ſuch Terms 2s have been agreed upon be- 
tween him and his Father ; which indeed are no other 
then ſuch, as without which we are neither capable of 
Pardon, not can God in Honour beſtow it upon us. 
To apply Pardon to a Sinner while he continues in his 
obſtinaty and impenitence, is not only contrary to the 
Holyneſs of God, but inconſiſtent with his wiſdom, 
and deſtruQive of his Authority and Government, 
And therefore the Graces before mentioned muſt be 
looked upon by us, to be both the neceſſary Parts of e- 
very Chriſtians Dity, and the indiſpenfible conditions 


of his Happyneſs. (1n another Letter } I intend no 
F4 more 
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(72) | 
more by. an Exchange of Perſons, than what you have 
affirmed in your Writings. As to your Second Query, 
I Judge thoſe Aflertions and Acknowledgments fre- 
quen:ly made by youu in your Books concerning the 
ſyFerings of Chriſt, and the ſatisfaQtion thereby made 
co the 11. ice of God for the Sins of Men, do fully ac- 
quit you from giving any Countenance to the Errors of 
Secinus in that point. (In another Letter ) you. have 
very rightly, and in an Orthodox manner Stated the 
Doctrine of Chriſts ſatisfzQtion : And it is in perfe& 
agreement with the Dodrine of our own and all the 
reformed Churches, and therefore fully acquits yon 
from the Imputation of Sociniamſm. Thirdly, As to 
the DoErine of Dr. Criſp and others of that Set, who 


affirm ſuch a Permutation of Perſons between Chriſt. 


and Sinners ; as if to all intents and purpoſes, they 
were to be looked upon in the Room and Place of each 


other ; So that Chriſt is to be Accounted rhe Swearer, 


 Drunkard, Blaſphemer on one Hand, and the Signer to 
be perfe&ly Righteous on the other ; I cannot but look 
.ypon it to* be not only falſe, abſurd, impoſſible, but 


likewiſe an Impions and Blaſphemous Opinion ; as be-, 


ing highly Diſhonourable to our Saviour, repugnant 
to the Wiſdom and Juſtice of God, and tends plainly 


to ſubvert the whole defign of Chriſtianity ; which is - 


hereby expoſed to the juſt and unanſwerable Reproa- 
cies of its Adverfaries, which can never be wiped off, 
if the Opinion be true. I would ſay a great deal more 
 vpon this occaſion, if it were neceſſary, but what I have 
thus briefly ſuggeſted, may I ſuppoſe be ſifficient for 


your preſent purpoſe. And if you think that what I. 
have wrote may be any way Serviceable to the common 


cauſe of our Holy Religion, I give you leave to make 
what uſe you think fit of it; andin the mean time 


remain | Sr, 
Teſns Coll. Oxon, | Tonr aſſured Servant, 
Ott. 28. 97, h Jonathan Edwards: 
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| had not given this trouble to theſe Great Men 
But that Mr. Zob makes frequent uſe of their Teſti- 
mony againſt my Judgment, in favour of them whom 
LO" And being no Authors better underſtand, 
and more effe&ually oppoſe Socrmaniſm, I was ſure 
their Vindication of me-would be palt exception, and 
therefore made bold to propoſe to them, whether 
they intended more by a Commutation of Perſons 
than I did affirm in my Books ( which I ſent them. } 
Secondly, Whether I was by the Paſſages .excepted 
againſt in my Book ( by the Firſt Paper and Mr, Zob) 
chargeable with Soctnianiſm. Thirdly, What their 
Judgment was concerning that Change of Perſons which 
I oppoſe, and Dr. Criſp and others of that Sect affirm, 
To theſe Queſtions they were pleaſed to ſend theſe 
Anſwers, with a Permiffion to Print them. I think, 
every Man will conclude from what they ſay, that 
they Account our Holy Religion is ſtruck at by what 
Errors I oppoſe; and that Mr. Lob dorh wrelt their 
Books when he cites them in Confutation of what 
affirm. I might have added another Letter of this 
KR, R. Biſhop to the fame effet, and wherein he 
proves that God was not diſleaſed with: Chriſt : 
And alſo of the ſaid Rever211d Duttor Edwards, But _ 
theſe publiſhed abundantly ſuffice. | | 


Some Animatver ſions! on Mr. Lob's DE- 
FENCE of the REPORT. By 
D. W. Note, I call the Author of the 
Rebuke, Mr, R. E 


Hough I have the Teſtimony of the Miniſters 
 andElders of all the Diſſenting Congregations 1n 
Dublin (except One) for my Peaccableneſs and Dili- 
gence in the promoting of Union therez yet ring 
| 5 
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indoſtriouſly branded as the great Divider in this place, 
ir's neceſſany to repreſent the Cauſe of Mens Mittakes, 
To me is aſcribed the Riſe of our Diviſions, becauſe 
at the Requeſt of ſeveral Miniſters, after other means 
were unſucceſsful, I wrote Goſpel-Truth ſtated ; when 
Dr. Cr:/p's Re-printed Book fo obtained as to threaten- 
our Miniſtry, The Continuance of our Breaches I am 
charged with, on no better pretence than this, A bea- 
ten Man makes all that Noiſe which proceeds from the 
furious blows that fall upon his Perſon. I conſented 
to that Expedient 1692. wherein all objected againſt 
my Book was adjuſted, and gave no Cauſe for the Ob- 
jeQtors to violate that Agreement. Mr. Chauncy, Mr. 
T. Mr. K. Mr. E. &c. wrote Volumes againſt that 
Book ; to all which I replied in a Defence of Six 
Sheets ; thinking that ſufficient, and in hopes ſome 
Reſt might be obtained by ſilence. Mr. 2. revives the 
Aſfanlc with a Charge of Blaſphemy and Damning Er- 
rors ; This extorted one ſmall book more. Then by 
Contrivances I was voted out of the Lefture at Pin- 
ners-Hall, Whereupon Dr. Bates, Mr. How, Mr. 4l- 
fop and my ſelf, remove to Salters-Hall. About two 
Months after this my Morals ( upon a ſearch back to 
my Childhood) are Impeached, the united Miniſters 
_ unanimouſly adjudged and declared.me clear and inno- 
cent of all that was laid to my Charge. I'forbear Re- 
criminations againſt many, for whick I am furniſhed. 
The ſame Book comes again upon the Stage with Mr, 
Lobs Objections, which I anſwered in one ſheet. "Mr. 
Lob rejoineth, but at the Reverend Dottor Bates re- 
queſt, I laid aſide a Book ready for the Preſs. The Do- 
etor and [ fully agree in Senſe, Notwithſtanding he 
had uſed ſome Phraſes which Mr. Zob hoped to divide 
us by, They ſtop not here, as the reſult of many pri- 
vate Meetings with my Adverſaries ; A Paper is got- 
ten Subſcribed (when I was at Bath) by ſome at leaſt 
of my Friends, who fully agreed with me in Doftrine. 

Herein 
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Herein there were ſeveral miſtakes in' matters of Fa 
refering to the Subſcription to my Book, many inſ- 
nuated refleftions ( not deſigned by all) againſt the 
Dod@rine of that Book,* with ſuch Ambiguities and 
Omiſſions, as endangered the Truths by me defended, 


. and thoſe Terms propoſed to me, which might ſtartle 


a Man- they had no Power over, and juſtly expe&ed 
better treatment at leaſt from ſuch whoſe cauſe I 
pleaded. Yer when this Paper was laid aſide, and the 
Third Paper agreed to, I fate ſtill, tho I knew that 
Firſt Paper (unprinted) was ſent through the Nation. 
to my great Detriment. Might not one expe& ſome 
quiet after ſuch various attempts againſt this Book and 
its Author ? (Which I do not aſcribe to the Congre- 
gationalzas a body, nor had I mentioned moſt of theſe 
things, if 1 were not charged with all our diviſions. ) 
My hopes are diſappointed ; Mr. Zob Printeth his Re- 
port, wherein the United Miniſters for my ſake are 
branded for Secinians, and therein inſerts that. unhappy ' 
Paper. Nay, he ſoon follows this with his Remarks, 
ro faſten his charge the deeper upon me. Stops he 
here ? No, in this his Defence I am ſtill pelted, my 


 Dofrine grofily Arraigned,.the Learned Mr. R. Cen» 


ſured as a Sociman for defending me. My Book ſu- 
ſtains the Clamour, becauſe it denies the Criſpian 
Change of Perſon, Nay, he hopeth it hath ſome inviſi- 
ble evil thing within its Bowels, which if 1 do not 
bring forth (for no body elſe can) I muſt be one of- 
fenſive and halting, p. 88. Nay, as it firſt in intenti- 
On, the laſt Words in his Book are, whether Mr, Wil- 
liams be ſincere or no, he muſt now ſhew it , FINIS. 
The Engliſh of this is, if I be ſincere I muſt ſhew my 
ſelf Erroneous, that they may have ſomewhat to ju-+ 
ſtify their paſt Clamours; for as yet they can prove 
nothing, and. yet (will yon not wonder) he gives me, 
p. 9- more hopes of their Charity and Communion, if 
I will but write Errors plainly, than they can __ al- 
| ow 
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low me when I aſſert the oppoſite Truths. Am not I 
in a ſtreight ? He and others call and provoke me to 
write, (and they might do it long enough, if the in- 
tereſt of the Goſpel, and ſuch injuries ro my Friend 
aſſiſted not their Calls.) Yet if I write, I ſhall be 
deem'd, the cauſe of all our Diviſions : But fo *twill 
be if 1 write not; Nay, if I be not felo de ſe. I ſhall 
therefore adventure,ſo preſſed by Mr. Lob, to give him 
ſome haſty thoughts. ] may well Call it an adven- 
ture, for 1 forcſee, unleſs he is much changed ſince he 
wrote this Defence, He will miſ-repreſent what is 
written with the greateſt Caution, and it his Readers 
. ſhall think him a fair adverſary, - he is ſure to have the 
better of any Man,. as will ſoon appear. Mr. Zob, p. 35. 
© The Phraſe of a Change of Chriſts Perſon was ne- 
© yer invented, till the Gentleman who engaged 
© my Brother to enter upon this ſorrowful under- 
© taking, ſtarted it, And to ſpeak the Truth, it's a 
* Phraſe only adjuſted, to expreſs no more than 
© what the Socinians do conſtantly grant, for they ſay 
© that Chriſt, tho he ſuffered not rhe Puniſhment due 


© to us for ſin, yet he'endured grievous and dolorons 


© Pains, which is aptly enough expreſſed, when it is 
© faid, there was a Change of Chriſts Perſon for us 
* for he was, ſay theſe Hereticks, Changed from Eaſe 
© to Pain for our good, | | 


Note, 1. The Phraſe, Change of Perſon, was uſed by 


Dr. Criſp, and therefore not invented by me, (whom 


he meaneth) it's from him 1 cited it. 2, Is it foilla 
Phraſe, and ſerves only a Socinian purpoſe ? Then 
Mr. Zob ſhould not make me a S5cinian, only for de- 
nying this Phraſe. | He faith, ( and that when he will 
ſpeak the Truth) it's adjuſted only to expreſs what the 
Secinians conſtantly grant, and yet Quarrels me for 
denying this dangerous expreſſion. 3. If this bad 
Phraſe, . Change of Perſon, and that good Phraſe 
Change of Perſons differ ſo far as Heterodox and Or- 


thodox ; 


(77) | | 
thodox ; did not Mr. Zob deal unfairly all this while, 
in.{elling the World 1 denied that Good Phraſe Change 
of Nrſons, only becauſe I had denied this bad Phraſe 
\ Change of Perſon ? for 1 aſſure you, I no where denya 
Change of Perſons in the Plural Namber (tho ac- 
cording to his Liberty he ſaith I did, p. 42.) andI ful- 
ly aſſert the ſound Senſe of it, as the R. R, the Biſhop | 
f Worceſter and the Reverend Dr. Edwards ho Witneſs 
and'they are Men he makes great uſe of in his Book, as 
very ſound in this point : But being more concerned 
for my Friend, Mr. Febuker, I] ſhall with this place, 
| begin an Account of ſome of the Stabbing inju- 
ries he receives from Mr. Lob, with an Art thou im 
Health my Brother ? | : 
cr. Mr. Lob makes Mr. R here to ſay (with the 
Socinians) that there was a Change only in the Perſon: 
of Chriſt, without an Exchange at all with Sinners $ 
becauſe Mr. &. ſaith, there was a Change of the Perſon 
of Chrift, in exchange for the Perſons of Sinners (tho 
not reciprocally in all reſpes) this is plain ; for a meer : 
"Change from Eaſe to Pain,'*is only a Change in Chrifts * 
Perſon, p. 31. he faith, © My Brother is in good earn-- 
eſt only for a Change of Chriſts Perſon, withont 
a Change between Chriſt and us : When Reb. p. 44 | 
this Phraſe the Change of the Perſon of Chriſt, hath - 
truly an honeſt ſound Senſe, Yiz. The ſubſtitution of 
one Perſon in the Room of another ; And a pro- 
per redemption may be obtained by the Puniſhment 
of. one in the Room of another — If therefore 
Chriſts-dying by way of Change, or Exchange, be 
all they would have, its granted, @c.] Yet from this 
very place Mr. Zob infers, as above. | | "* 
2: Mr. Zob repreſents Mr. R. to hold with the Soci- 
mans, that Chriſt ſuffered only ſo for ovr Good, -as not 
to ſuffer truly in our ſtead, Becauſe Mr. R. affirmed, 
that Chriſts ſuffering properly in our ſtead was for 
our good, Mr. Lob ſaith, p. 47. * Whatever my _ 
* ther 
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© ther intends, irs manifeſt, that while he Calls the 
© Socinian Senſe of Chriſts dying in our ſtead, Knaviſh= 
© He gives the very Senſe of this Phraſe, which the 
© Socinians who uſe it do give. and by it means (if we 
© may Judge his meaning by his words) no more than 
© what Socinus Cyellius, and that fraternity do conſi- 
© ſtently with a «denial of Chriſts fatisfaftion con- 
* ſtantly grant. He faith worſe the lines before. See 
alſo, p. 36. and 10 times repeats, &c. The Place he 
grounds this upon is, Keb. p. Z5. [. I be Caviller pro- 
* ceeds, 1n our place and ſtead, with ſome ſignify no 
* more, than for our good ; Why, it's impoſſible they 
* ſhould : That which Chriſt ſuffered in our ſtead is 
© for our Good, to bear the Puniſhment of our ſins, to 
* ſatisfy Divine Juſtice, was certainly for our good, &c. 
* Therefore for our good becauſe in our ſtead.] Rea- 
der, is not Chriſts bearing the Puniſhment of our ſins 
to latisfy Divine gone, ſuffering properly in our 
| ſtead? And is ſuffering properly in our ſtead, and 
ſuffering in our ſtead in the Socinian Senſe, ( Yix, Im- 
properly and not at all ) the ſame thing ? But Mr. R. 
laid, it's impoſlible in our ſtead, ſhould ſignify any 
more than for our good, I Anſwer, That it is conſt- 
dered with reſpe& to our concernment therein, as it is 
a benefit deſigned for us ; but not to exclude its being 
jn, our place and ſtead, which he fully aſſerts, and 
without which we had been ruined for ever. Is not 
Mans chief end to be happy in the Enjoyment of God ? 
And doth not Chrifſts dying properly in our ſtead ſub- 
ſerve that end ? Mr. Lo might better ſay, Mr. R. de- 
nied that Chriſts dying in our ſtead was for Gods Glo- 
Ty, to which -our good is Subordinate, than that he 
denied that Chriſt dyed properly in our ſtead, becauſe 
as to our own felicity it did no more than ſubſerve it, 
or was it for our hurt, or could it be more beneficial 
to us than for our good, for it's only as to onr benefit 
| he applies the Words. | | 
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3. Mr. Lob Repreſents Mr. R. to deny ( with the 
Sxinians) that Chriſts ſufferings are a Proper Puniſh- 
ment for our Sins : When Mr, R; doth molt expreſily 
aſſert, that Chriſts ſufferings were the Puniſhments of 
our Sins, for ſatisfaion to the Vindicative Juſtice of 
God. Mr. Lob, p. 48. agreeably. hereto (the Socimians 
trifling in a wretched Senſe, and rejefing of Phraſes 
to make Chriſts ſufferings not penal ) my Brother, as 
he reje&ts thePhraſes of ſultaining, thePerſon of Sinners, 
and puts an unſound Senſe on Chriſts ſuffering in our 
place and ſtead ; ſo that word (anſwering the oblj- 
gation of the Violated Law ) which was in the hrſt 
Paper, to make it evident that we eſteemed Chriſts 
ſufferings to be proper Puniſhments, is reje&ed ; as 
what cannot in my Brothers Opinion bear a ſound 
Senſe. This charge that Mr. R. denies Chrifts ſuffer- 
ings to be Punifhments, he impoſeth in very many 
- Pages. Whereas Mr. R. ſaith, p, 35. Chriſt did bear 

the Puniſhment f our ſins to the ſatisfattion of Juſtice 
P. 48. And ir's treely granted that Chriſt ſuffered a 
dyed for the Perſons of Sinners, and for the ſins of 
their Perſons, and in the room and ſtead of their Per- 
ſons ; And that he ſuffered and dycd to make ſatisfat#inn 
' to the Juſtice, $0 the Vindicative Juſtice of God, &c. 

What pretends Mr. Ze againſt fo full conviction ? 
No other than that we by the Third Paper reje&ed this 
Phraſe,obligations of the violated Law : But this is nov 
true, we only waved it, and Mr. R. faith no more, But 
Mr, Leb ſaith, the Phraſe which we put in its ſtead, 
Viz. Chriſt came to Anſwer for ſinners violation of the 
Law of Works, differs as much from their Phraſe, an» 
{wering for us the obligations of- the violated Law of 
Works, as a Goſpel Truth and a Socinian Error, yp. 5Q- 
One would think it's ſtill a true Phraſe after his man- 
gling it. But pray take it as in our Paper, © Chriff 
© came into our room and ſtead to Anſwer for our ,Vi- 


© olations of the Law (add what follows) and the: 


a Puniſh- _ 


( 80) 
© Puniſhment of our ſins was inflicted on Chriſt 
© that God might without injury to his Juſtice Pardon 
© and Save peniteat Believers, Is this a Socinian Ey- 
ror? Or, 15a word wanting to make Chriſts ſaffer- 
ings proper Puniſhments ? Nay, what is it for Chriſt 
| in our ſtead to Anſwer for our Violations ? But go yet Þ 
lower : Is not to Anſwer for our ſins, another thing 

than Socinians hold ? even this is no leſs than ſuffering 
the Puniſhment of our ſins, if we were for Violating 
the Law under its obligations, to ſuffer thoſe Puniſh» 
. ments : But I come to Mr. Lob's charge againſt Mr. R, 

from the words, cannot bear a ſound Senſe, 

4- Becauſe Mr. R. uſed certain warm words once, 
and that only againſt the unſound Senſe of that /zngle 
Phraſe, Commutation of Perſons (which yet he there | 
ſaith, may be capable of receiving a ſound meaning) 
Mr. Zob makes Mr. R. to intend thoſe warm words | 
- againſt the ſound Senſe of that Phraſe, - againſt that | 
Phraſe it ſelf, and a great many other good Phraſes 
which himſelf makes uſe of as very ſafe, yea, againſt 
}he ſound Senſe of many other Phraſes which Mr, R, 
pleads for. I ſhall fully recite the only place upon | 
which Mr. Lob grounds his charge, Reb. p. 30. [*AFJ- 
© change of Perſons, which may poſlibly be capable of 
© receiving agood meaning ( elſewhere explained ) and 
* yet is more ſounding towards a dangerous Senſe, the | 
© Brethrendid unanimouſly agree to grant as much as the 
© ſound Senſe could bear, and modeſtly to wave and 
© paſs by the other, which was liable to be interpreted to - 
© a Senſe, and ſound of malignity to the whole of the 
* Goſpel. You ſee the other which conld not bear a ſound 
Senſe, but was liable to a ſound of malignity, is but 
one thing, for other is not nomen multitudinis, and 
agrees with theVerbW AS, which is in the ſingularNum- 
ber. This other,to which theſe words ace appropriatedy 
cannot be the Phraſe, Commutation of Perſons, for that 
Is not waved, but retained by us id the Third Paper z 
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nor cari it be the ſonind Senſe of that Phraſe, for that*s 
provided far by Mr. R. much leſs can it be all the 
Phraſes and Paſlages in the firſt Paper omitted in the 
Third. It muſt then be confined to ſome one thing 
expreſſive of the unſound Senſe, which the Criſpians 
put upon the Phraſe Change of Perſonsi; Mr. R's. fol- 
lowing words point at, [And the Brethren are now 
more fully perſwaded they are in the right by the &e- 
»orters Notions. ] What's that ? Such a change as makes 
Chriſt to be deſtitute of a Righteouſneſs Entitling to Eter- 
nal Life, and to become fin as we are ſin : Rep. P. 5. 7,1 
e, filthy ſinners. | my 

Yet upon this foreſaid Paſſage of Mr. R, Mr. Lob 
ſays, p. 14. [* This Paſſage of my Reverend Brothren 
© doth make it manifeſt, that the Paragraphs, 
* Terms and Phraſes, which were in the Firſt Paper, 
* and were waved and pafled by in the Compoſureof 
* the Third, are looked upon by my Brother, as what 
© could not bear a ſound Senſe, but a ſound of malig- 
* nity to the whole of the Goſpel, that is to ſay, the 
* Phraſe of Chriſts taking on him the Perſon of 'Sin- 
© ners, of Anſwering for us the obligations of the 
* Violated Law of Works, the Term ſurety, and the 
© Aſſertion of the neceſſity of a Commutation of Per- 
* ſons=--This is the Senſe of my Reverend Brother. J 
And ſo theſe words cannot bear a ſound, &c, Are 
trumped up I believe forty times with theſe by tail, p. 
48. to 65. nay, in this laſt, p. 65. [* According to 
© what my Brother declares, it muſt be ſuppoſed ; this 


' © Paſſage, (Viz. Regeneration, Repefitance towards 


* God, Faith in ovr Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and a Holy 
* Converſation, are by Gods word manifeſtly neceſſa- 
© ry to the ſalvation of a Sinner) Cannot bear a ſound 
© Senſe, but ts liable to be interpreted to a Senſe "and Sound 
* of malignity.) Muſt not Mr. R. 'tho thus loudly 


warned, find Kimpoſſible to guard himſelf againſt this , 
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5. Mr.R.p.17. faith, [* Theſe Phraſes, Terms, or Ex- 
* preſſions, Y:z. Change of Perſons between Chriſt 
© and us, and his taking on him the Perſon of Sinners, 
© are unknown to our Confeſſions and nor to be found 
© inthe Body of Confeffions.} Mr. Lob expoſeth him: 
by Citing a Confeſſion that uſeth ſome Phraſes, Mr.R, 
makes uſe of, and others which he never denied, but 
mentions:no. Confeſſion that hath the Phrafts' Mr. R. 
faid, could not be found. Upon this poor work he toiles 
from, p. 71. to 80. I muſt ſtay a little on what occurs, 
p. 73. and ask, 1. When Mr. R. denied only that thefe 
Phraſes (not the ſound Senſe) were in the Confeſſions ? 
why ſhould Mr. Zob make him deny that the Confeſſi- 
ons gave any Countenance to the ſound Senſe of thoſe 
Phraſes ? 2. When Mr. Lob declares he had been /5- 
tent, if he had nor found theſe Phraſes in ſome Con- 
feſſions, and Ridicules Mr. R. for denying they were 
inthem ; Why did not he ſhew theſe Phraſes, or one 
of them in ſome or other Confeflion? 3. If theſe 
Phraſes, as to.the Letters and Syllables (which Mr, R. 
called for) are wherevet the ſound Senſe of them is to 
be found , ( Which is, what Mr. Lob pretends, or 


 fondlyargues) why doth he deny that the very Phraſes | 


Chriſt taking on him the Perſon of Sinners, &c. Are 
in the Third Paper, and fay they are rejected by us 
ſeeing the ſound Senſe of thoſe very Phraſes is there? 
4. Mr. Zob ſaith, [* The Phraſes of Change of Per- 
* ſons, of Chriſts ſuſtaining our Perſon, of his being 
* ſubſtituted into our Room, and his ſuffering in our 
* Place and ſtead, are fo nearly allied that they live 
® and dye together, grant one and all neceſſarily come 
© in with it, &c.] They muſt then be of the ſame a- 
dequate Senſe with each other, or the Confeſſion coukl 
not aſſert Chriſts ſuſtaining in our Perſon, by its ſay- 
ing, Chrift dyed in our ſtead : But if the Senſe be ade- 


quate, then Mr, R, denies the right Senſe of none of = 


theſz Phraſes, for he aſſerts, Chriſt dyed properly in our 
| b | e- . place 
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place and flead, and that ke was ſubſtituted in our Room. + 
W hence it will be no better by'Mr. Lobs own Confeſli- 
on, than that he makes all this Noiſe to ſhew his Copia 
Verberum :; He will have the mentioning of each of the 
various words of the ſame ſignification, to be Terms: 
of Communion, and the omiſſion of any one as great 
a bar to it, as if the very ſenſe of all thoſe words 
were denicd ; Ay, and that when the full juſt ſenſe of 
any of.thoſe words is granted. | For my part, after all 
his big words, from p. 58. to 65. about Logical Terms, 
or meer bumane forms of Speech , (T ho [ believe, they 
who drew up the Third Paper never dreamt of: ſuch 
deſigns, as he with ſomewhat too like, malice faſtenson 
them) I would think him a Turbulent, uncharitable 
Sciſmatick, who would divide from others meerly be- 
cauſe they ſcrupled this or that humane form of words, 
ſo they held and plainly expreſſed the Scriptural 
Truth deſigned by thoſe words, yea, tho they expreſ- 
ſed it by Terms leſs proper. How much more culpa» 
ble is it then, to raiſe ſuch ſtorms only for our omit- 
ting a Phraſe, becauſe leſs intelligible to the People, 
more capable of being abuſed” by the Ertimology and 
Acceptation thereof. among the Vulgar, and known to 
be groſsly abuſed by the Criſpians from that occalion. 
May not Mr. Lob Commence as juſt a War, if People. 
ſhould omit. his-.fine Phraſe ,| Zeal for Populacy, and; 
yet be willing to uſe their plain Phraſe, Zeal for Popu- 
larity. But to conclude this head : 1. deny. that his 
Change of Perſons, or Chriſts ſuffering in our Perſon, 
or in the Criſpian Senſe, ar hisewn, as Stated, Rep. 
P. 5. are included in,or to be pravi from the Confeſli- 
on : to pretend the literal Phraſes from ſuch wards as 
Chriſt dyed in our ſtead, was ſubltituted in ourRoom,is 
ſordid, and the Confeſſors meaning in thoſe words, is - 
contrary to the Criſpian and. Reporters Senſe ; And there- 
fore Ntr::Zobs Phraſes are not at all proved from the 


"Cotrfefijons ; ngleſs a thing be proved where. the 
Ws b 


Phraſe 


— ———— 


(34 ) 
Phraſe is vnmentioned and the Senſe oppoſed. 

6. Mr. Lob, that he might bring his Enghſh Reader 
to Judge Mr. R. a battled Man, leaves ont a confidera- 
ble word in his Tranſlating a part of the Scotch Con- 
feſſion, p. 81. {It became the Redeemer to be true 
God, and true Man, becauſe he was to ſuffer the Pun- 
iſhments due for our ſins, and to appear [|Quaſz in per - 
ſona, noſtra coram judicio patris, pro noſtra tranſgreſſione & 
18 obedientia pati, in cur Perion before the f 
Seat of the Father, to ſuffer for our Tranſgreſſions and 

Diſobedience.] Thus Mr. Tob Enzliſh:th the Latin 
words, and boaſteth- -- Here you ſee the Church of Sco'land 
ſeth this very Phraſe, &c, But leaſt his admirers ſhould 
applaud his conqueſt to an indecency, it's fit they know 


there's a word ©V AST, which Mr. Lob did not think - 


for his purpoſe ro Engliſh. He ought to have faid thus; 
And to appear {AS /T IVERE] in our Perſon, that is, 
Chriſt appeared nor properly in our Perſon ; that 
Phraſe is too hard, tho there be ſomewhat towards it 
in ſome certain reſpe&t ; As Calvin in this caſe uſeth 
Quedamodo, But Mr. Lob, by leaving out Quaſ;, per- 
forms what he undertook, P: 73. Perhaps it may appear 
(1. e, to the Enzliſhman) that the Phraſe moſt expoſed by 
him-will be f01::d literally in one or other Confeſſion, Theſe 
words Cited are all, by which he makes it to appear, 
and Quaſt Anſwers to gerbap;, Nay, had the diminu- 
_ tive Quaſs been out, he is not. ſure it had ſerved his 
turn. | 
But conſt42ring the wonted Freedom of the Man, I 
wonder he left not out this Quaſi. For I could give 
many inſtances, wi;ere the very next words omitted by 
him, would have deteated his purpoſe by what he 
Citeth. But, To prevent a ſnare, Pl prefer that in 
His Letter 10 Dr, Bates, p. 17. he ſaith, many held 
Chriſt and vs to be one Perſon in Law; (And) that it 
. may de ſaid, that we ſuffered in Chriſt, is the import of 


that alicrtion which faith, that Chriſc ſuffered as our 


- | ſurety ; 


udgment- 


( 85 ) | 
ſurety; and is allowed by Mr. Baxter; (juſt againſc this, 
Mr. Lob Cites in the Margin) 1t is not ſo aptly ſaid he 
ſatisfied, as that be ſuffered in the Perſon of ſinners, My. 
Baxter, Cath. Theol. Part 2. p.99. (lt ſhould be, p. 76, 
77.) Amarzed, I took Mr. Baxters Book, and found the 
very next words were; Note, © That it is not any 
* other Mans Perſon that Chriſt ſuffered in, but his 
© own, and we mean, that he took upon him the Perſon 
© of a Sinner himſelf, in as much as he conſented to 
* ſuffer for ſin, and fo Perſonating here, is uot becom- 
* ing any other Mans Perſon in Law-Senſe, fo as that 


© other legally ſuffered what be did ; bur it is on!y his own 


© Perſon's. becoming a ſufferer in the ſtead of ſinners 
© for their ſins---( And two-or three lines before Mr, 
* Baxter tells us) To ſay that Chriſt ſatisfied in our Per- 
© ſon, and we bybim ; 1s falſe, and ſubverts the Goſpel. 
Oc why did not Mr. Zob ſplit the word Quaſz, and 
leave out the laſt ſillable /s, then qua being ofr redulplie 
cative, had'better fitted, thus he ſerved me, Mm made 
Righteous, p. 103. I had ſaid, © Therefore Chriſt 
© HEREIMN is what the Civilians Call, An ex promiſſor, 
* he ſuffered almme, thu he Adts for another. Mr. Lob in 
his Letter to Dr, Bates, p. 17. 13. to expoſe me as un- 
learned, and himſelf skilful, Recites ſeveral properties 
of an Expromiſſor, and will have me to mean that all 
theſe did belong,to Chriſt, and then infers what plea- 
ſed himſelf ; whereas I had by the entire word Herem, 
limited it to one property of an Ex promiſſor, Viz. He 
7s obliged alone, tho he Acts for another, - ( in Re- 
demption-work. ) Mr. Lob (ecing the word Hereim would 
mar his projet, He fairly ſplits the word, leaves - 
out 1n,and makes it (4 cc.) HERE and 1o found Scope 
for his purpoſe. | heſe few Inſtances of many, may 


convince how unfit Mr. Lob is. to report other Mens 


words, "tho his Talent ſeems confined to the Colle&- 


" ing and Publiſhing what Authors write; 'twere well 


for his Readers, he did it with more of true Judg- 
TEE | ment, 
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ment, and leſs of Trick , for thereby his Quotations 
would more edify, and require leſs care and pains ro 
become ſure the Authors are not. miſ-repreſented. - 

7. Men will ſcarce Judge it decent or prudent in 
Mr, Zo), (if in his Friead) to publiſh by that Letter 
ro himſelf, a reflection on. the Rebuker for his Loy- 
alty to the preſent Government, as inconſiſtent with a 
fey Rhetorical expreſſions, in addreſs to the Late King 
Fames, (to whom his obligations were ſomewhat pe- 
culiar') But whereby doth his meaning appear ſo in- 
"ſincere at that time? Or what is done by him ſince, þo 

contradictious to what he ſaid, as to render him an exem- 
plar of inſincerity now? No other than ſwearing allegi- 
ance to King Wukam, Signing the Aﬀociation and@ 


Carrying it, becoming a Loyal Subje& in his Prayers, 


\ Sermons, and Peaceable behaviour and advices ? W hat 
 Fetters are ſome in, If once addreſſing the Late King 
by a few big words, muſt Eternally Proclaim a Man an 
Hypocrite, unlels he be now a Non -juror, Nonaſſafiator, 
Plotter, and direftor of other Miniſters . ( in imitati- 
on of himſelf ) to pray ſo for the King, as either of 
the two Kings may be intended, if they muſt at all 
ſeem to Pray for King William. I hope, few will be 
gulſd into ſuch a Character, from the fancied obligati- 


ons of former addreſſes (tho ſoine of them were highly - 


inconiiderate), nor eny diſcouraged from perſevering 
Loyalry by the forecited Aſperſion, This would ad- 
mir enlargement, which provocations might improve. 
But I retain a reſpeQ ſufficient to ferbid it, nor had I 
inſerted the leaſt hint at ſuch things, except as a 
warning againſt the like inſtances, when His Firſt-Rate 
Mai 15 to Execute his Fiery threats, 'and his very Lear- 
ned Perſon already Rouſed (alike obnoxious) firetcheth 
forth his Claws. Let Men take” their way, bur the 
common intereſt will nor long be Sacrificed, ere ſome 
{now impoſed on) will find out the Inſtruments and 
Deligns of our Breaches, I hope, the Reverend Re- 
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baker will Pardon my Interpoſal, and that I acquain=- 
ted him not therewith. His 'abilities for a reply, f 
acknowledge ſuch, that if theſe ſhort hints ſerve for a 
foile to that he is preparing, and in the interim abate 
the ill Impreſſions of Mr. LZobs attempt, I ſhall Ac- 
count theſe few hours well employed, which other- 


" wiſe had been more feelingly ſpent in reſenting thoſe 


baſe refle&ions, that I am his Leader , Maſter, Principal, 
and what elſe became, ſcarce any Man belides Mr, Zob, 
their Author, 

Mr. LZob, p. 8. owneth, I aſſerted, beſides the effefts 
made ours, the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is imputed to 
Believers, but adds, I mean nothing by this grant : Be- 
canſe 1 uſe a ſimile to illuſtrate the manner, in Man 
made Righteous, p. 77. If one give me my Liberty, 
which he Voluntarily purchaſed for ge at a dear rate. 


. He mediately gives me what he paid for my Ranſom, 


tho Immediately he gives me my Liberty and a right 
thereto. | | | 

A. Had he Cited the Apodofss, which is in the next 
words, He had ſpoiled his ſuggeſtion, 1 ſhall Contra& 
what I there enlarge on. I make Pardon and Adop- 
tion to be benefits, or effe&s following upon the Impu- 
tation of Chriſts Righteouſneſs, And the Righteouſ- 
neſs of Chrift I diſtinguiſh into, 2. His perfſeinance 
of the conditions of redemption. 2. His right (or jus 
adjudicatum) by the Covenant of redemption, to our 
Pardon and Adoption ; for his perfarmance of the 


conditions adjuſted in that Covenant. The former I . 


faid, is mediately imputed. The latter I faid, 'is immee 
diately imputed ;, it's reckoned to us when believers, be- 
cauſe it was acquired exprefsly tor believers, John 3. 
16. Iſa. 53. 10, 't1. The judicial imputation of this 
right of Chriſt intervening;,cheRighteouſneſs of Chriſt (as 
a performance of the conditions) is imputed as our 
Plea, for that Pardon, it being the procuring cauſe of 


thatTight of Chriſts, which is. »-medratdly imputed to 
 0- | | 
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(88) 
vs. And this right I alſo diſtinguiſh from that which 
the Goſpel-promiſe made to believers doth inveſt them 
in, for the former right reſults immediately to Chriſt, 
from the Covenant of Redemprion, and is ſubjeQively 
in him, tho imputed to us : Whereas the promiſe 
he that believes ſhall be forgiven, or ſaved, not only 
ſuppoſeth the former Tranſactions, and: is the Inſtru- 
ment by which God imputeth Chriſts Righteouſneſs to 
the believer ; Bur it alſo,as a conditional promiſe, giv- 
eth believers a right to Forgivencſs, whereof they are 
the immediate Subjects. Here Mr. Lob may ſee the 
Vanity of his ObjeQtion ; it is not Pardon, or ſuch poſ- 
ſeſſed effects: that intermediate between Chriſts Righ- 
teouſneſs and us, nor only the right given by the 
Goſpels conditional grant. No, it's Chriſts own right, 
and that imputed to us by God himſelf, and that im- 
mediately to us. And Pray, Is Gods imputing tous 
Chriſts performance of. the conditions, ſo far as to be 
our Plea and Foundation of Claim, no imputation of 
his Righteouſneſs at all, becauſe the imputation of 
Chriſts acquired. right Intervenes ? Nothing is left out 
but Gods Legal accounting us to have performed all 
that, by which Chriſt merited and made Atonement, 
Yet without this Proud aſſumption, nothing will 
pleaſe Mr. Zob, 

Being ſo often preſſed to it by Mr. Humfreys and 
Mr. Zob, 1 will endeavour their ſatisfaction. If Chriſt 
had acquired by. his Death a Power indefinitely to for- 
= ſins, without a Compaat determining ( either by 
Name or Qualification) the Perſons that ſhould be 
Pardoned in the Virtue of his Death, or only purcha- 
ſed the Goſpel Covenant,as conditionally offering Par- 
don; I ſhould agree with Mr. #. bnt it being other- 
wiſe, I differ from him. And add, as the poſſeſſed ef- 
fefts are rot properly imputed, ſo I will not confine 
the ſupport of my Faith ultimately, and only to the 
Goſpel conditional promiſe ( tho that's infallible ) 
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when God hath: made the Compa@& between the Fa«- 
ther and our Mediator, to be my ſecurity, and Chriſts 
performance of the conditions of that Compadt to: be 
my Plea with God, among which conditions was what 
Anſwers the Law of Works, which 1 haveTranſgreſ- 
ſed. Altho 1 owh I muſt try my intereſt by Chriſts 


* Goſpel Law, as what deſcribeth the Perſon who is 


Entitled to Pardon, and injoyneth us to be ſuch, with a 
promiſe of that intereſt, - - In ſhort, a behever having 


for his Security and Plea, the Goſpel promiſe, the Co-. 


venant of Redemption and the Value of Chriſts Dea 
PII rerzin each ; and therefore {till ſay, Beſides the ef- 
fefts peſſeſſed by me, the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt is inaputed 
to.me, as above Accounted for. | 

On the other hand, could I think it was by the Co- 


venant of Works, that. Chriſt was conſtituted our - 


ſurety, ſo that his obligations ro ſuffer the Puniſhment 


of our ſins, did immediately reſult from that Law ; And- 


that we Sinners were Principals in Redemption Work, 


and Chriſt ſuch a ſurety as to-be Zoint Party with us in - 


that Work of Redemption. And that the, Law of 
W orks required the Devine Nature, to give a value 
to what it Accounted to be Righteouſneſs. And laſt- 
ly, that this Law promiſeth Pardon to ſinners for the 
ſake of a Mediators ſufferings; 1 ſhould then agree 
with Mr. Zob, that we fatisfied for our ſin, dyed, and 
obeyed in Chriſts Perſon, and he and we paid the 1dem. 
Nay, bc a full Criſpian and ſay, I was juſtified at the 
time of Chriſts Death ; I had nothing to do to become 


partaker ' of the effeAs of that Death, I was as Righ- 


teous as Chriſt, deny any proper forgiveneſs, Nay, 
own that Chriſt was really a ſinner; for 1 am {ſure the 
Law could immediately oblige no other to dye. | 


But I muſt diſagree with Mr. Lob and them, Be- - 
| _ cauſe I am well perſwaded, God never propoſed the 


Work of Redemption to Condemned Sinners, but to 
Chriſt our Mediator. Alſo that to the Rep 
| | {© 
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of Sinners, God in Juſtice requiring for the Honone of 
his Violated Law, that a perfect obedience, and the ſuf. 
fering of what was equivalent to its threatned Puniſh- 
ments, ſhould in the Humane Nature be ſummicteq 
to: by the Redeemer. Our Bleſſed Mediator obliged 


himn{if to yield that obedience, and bear thoſe Pun-. 


iſhments, upon- condition thar ſuch 'finners ſhould be 
forgiven in his right, who ſhould comply with the 
Goſpel Terms agreed upon between the Father and 
kim, And purſuant., hereto,- our Mediator did in our 


Na;ure pzrfe&tly -obey and ſuffer the Puniſhments of 


our fins, whereby he had a right to a believers Pardon, 
and believers do obtain It in the way above deſcribed. 
And Laſtly, Iam ſure the Law of Works never pro- 
miſeth Pardon to ſinners for the ſake of Chrifts ſuffer. 
ings, the Paymeat of the full 1dem was impoſliblg, { tho 
there was a fupra-equivalent) and the Law accounteth 
that Righteouſneſs perfet, which an Innocent Holy 
Creature readers,ths he have nor, the Divine Nature to 
givc that value to his obedience ; withour which (very 
thing) we had been entirely loſt, *  . 
Here Mr. Lob may find a ſurety, Viz. An obliged 
A4:diator, And under the Law, Yiz, As an Article 
raken into the Covenant of Redemption, whereby 
Chriſc was obliged : And in our ſtead, Viz, We were 


Candemaed to ſuffer, we arc by and for his ſufferings 


to be ſaved. Nay, he may find the found meaning of 
kis other Phraſes, as Charge of Perſons, yea,Cbriſts ſuf- 
fering 1n the Perſon of ; wth That is, Chriſt our 
obliged Mediator ſuffers in our ſtead what we were to 
ſuffer ; yet it was that we might be delivered for ir, 
but nor legally reputed our ſelves to ſaffer. And yet 
here's place left for Pardon, a Goſpel Law, Terms of 
Apphlecation, Oc. 

— That none may miſtake, Note, x. I inſtance Pardon, 

Oe. for brevity ſake, but exclude no faving beneſits, 

and diſtivzviſh ſaving benefits, which are uſed asMotives 
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to Duty in the Goſpel, from the Drities which areCon- 
ditions of thoſe benefits, 2. And therefore I ſpeak 
not of Chriſt fs peculiar purchaſing Grace for the Eleff 
efteually to perform thoſe Conditions: whereby, to- 
gether with the Decree, their eventual fabvation is {&« 


- cured. This is my Judgment ; but Forght wort ro eom- 


found this with that adjuſtment of things, whereby the 
Goſpel-Offer of ſalvation to all mem, and the Gofpel-- 
Rule of conferring its benefits, and. of our final Jadg-. 
ment, are provided for. . -Y 

Mr. Lob oft objefts a Contradiftion, if Þ affirm a 
Change of Perſons, and yet ſay, I deny there is a 
Change of Perſon. | for eo 

Anſw. Beſides Anſwers already: given, IL fay, with- 


out any deſign'd Aﬀront, it's no greater than Anſwer 


not g Fool according to his Folly, yet Anſwer a Fool accord- 
mg to his Folly, | 

By thus gratifying Mr. Lob's Imperions Humonr, I 
am the freer ro tell him, 3 

I. [am ſorry that he ſo boldly averreth many _ 
miſtakes in mattter of FaCt, p.J5. I imvented the Phraſe 
Change of Perſon ,, whereas Þ cite and uſe it as Dr, Cr:ſp's 
Phraſe. P. 26. 43. I deny a Change of Perſons. Where- 
as I never” denied it; what I denied. was Dr... Criſps 
Change of Perſon , and fully afferted the Senſe of the 
other. P. 22. 7 appealed to the Learned Witſ;us. But this 
L never did. P. 7. That onely Mr. Toland wrote much 


' int praiſe of my Book, Whereas he being then in Holland 


(and not the Man he ſince appears) deſired them who 
gave an account of Publiſhed Books, ro give their 
Judgment of my Book, and the great Praiſes are theirs, 


and others have ſince commended it above its worth, 


P. 63. That. I was the Contriver of the Third Pape. 
Whereas others had drawn it vp before I ſaw it. His 
vile Refletions on Mr. R. with reſpe& to this, and 
his Nine Subſcribers of the Firſt Paper, p. 70, makes 
an account of that Matter neceſſary, The Unized Mb- 
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iſters appointed Dr. Bates, Mr, Hamond, Mr. Slater, 


Mr. Hil, with Mr, How and my ſelf, to compoſe an 
Expedient, &c. Two of the Brethren drew it u 
(whichis this T hird Paper) and brought it to the re 
of ns met together : After ſome Alterations we did all 


agree to it, and brought it as our agreed Att to the 
Meeting at Saint Hellen. There, among the reſt, Mr. 


Stretton, Mr. Quick and Mr. Evans agreed to it. Mr. 


\ Mfop, Mr. Burgeſs, and Mr. Showers not being preſent '{ 


any of the times when it was read in the Meeting , it : 
was bronght to the View of Mr. 4lſop, who approved. - 
of it. Jam very ſure alſo it was ſhewn to Mr. Buy-. 4 


geſs (his Informer ) who appeared to agree to it; and, F- ; 


Mr. Showers did to more than one expreſs his - Appro- 
bation of it. So that Mr. Zob hath all.rhe Nine Sub- 


ſcribers to my book enumerated. Mr. Lob ſomewhere 
faith, all the Phraſes of the firſt Paper, not into the - I 


Third, were rezeted by my means ; And yet ſeveral 
of them are in my own Paper,called the Sccond. Which 
I am glad was Printed ere [ read his Defence. He ſaith 
' the Third Paper denies a Commutation of Perſons, p. 
1.4. when both Phraſe and Senſe are in it. Other in. 
ſtances are not wanting, It's falſe that the generality 
of the Paſtors do not approve my Book, though they 
were asked only to ſubſcribe the ſtate of 'I ruth and 

Errors. | ; 
2. The cauſe he undertakes is miſerably defended 
againſt the Rebuke : He appears to give, p. 13. 2 
Scheme of his projet, Viz. The points left out of the 
Third Paper which offended the Brethren, but where's 
his Proof that the United Miniſters were obliged to 
retain ſo many Phraſes of. the firſt Paper as they did ? 
If they had uſed none but what the Church of Eng- 
land and the Aſſembly of Divines Confeſſions includ- 
ed, the Heads of Union were obſerved by them, and 
violated by ſuch as exated more. Where makes he it 
good, that the United Miniſters rejefted all the _—_ 
| es 
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ſes of the Firſt-Paper which they omitted; efpecially-- 
when it was never- read nor propoſed to them : Or- 
that the omiffion of thoſe Phraſes warrants the breach' 
of Unon ? Such matters ,ought not to paſs : 
without which none can tell what honeſt cauſe the Report 
pretends to, unleſs the traducing Men found in the 


* Faith to cover the Turbutency. of the Erroneous,. 


ſhould be ſo Accounted. As theſe are waved, fo he- 
trifles in what he pretendeth to inſiſt on. Mr. & 


 F- demands the difference between a Commutation of 


Perſons between Chriſt and Sinners, and Chriſts dy- 
F ing properly in the ſinners ſtead. ' Mr, Lob grants 
F they are the ſame, and yer poureth out a Flood of 


F impertinent words againſt the R. as it they widely: 


differed. Mr. Loeb makes Chriſts ſuffering the Puniſh- 
ment of our ſins to the fatisfation.of Juſtice, the 
thing which diſtinguiſheth the Orthodox from the Sos: 
_ cinians, and yet. he repreſents Mr, R, as a Sociuran, 


4 who oft aſlerteth, Chriſt ſuffered the 


our ſins to the ſatisfaction of Juſtice, even Vindicative 


4 Juſtice, Mr, R. chargeth his Account of Change of 


- Perſons, Rep. p. 5. with little leſs than Blaſphemy, he 
1, bears that with profoundeſt ſilence. Mr. R. dikes 
him, that he gave not a full Report of our res, | 


| - and from irs Riſe. -T'o this he faith, he pretended © 


not to give a Narrative of the whole. And yet, yo 
Ps 4. The difference hitherto hath been about the ſatisfatts 
on of Chriſt, And in his Remarks, oft leads his Rea- 
der to Judge we never had any other Controverſy. 
Indeed his Preſent Srate of difference was ſuch a 
Piece of Art, as he thought it ſo- much pity to ſpoil 
it by a fuller Account, that their violation of the 
Agreement in Doftrines,, 1692, He Anſwers: 
only with a groan, Their refuſal of - the ; Pa- 
per, 1694 Becauſe a diſowning of ſundry 
Antinomian Errors was added, he excuſeth no bet- - 
vcr than by an abrupt Diſmiſs, after a Suggeſtion, 


- 
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that nothing hadbeefti added but that about Repexy« 
tance, which is not true ; and''yet this being in the 
Aſſemblies Words, he impeacheth 'the ' Refuſers as 
inſincere in ſubſcribing this in the Aſſeniblies Confeſ. 
fion, and yet refuſing it in that Paper. To the hor- 
rid Paſſages out of his Brethren's Books, colleed 
to juſtihe a Demand of Satisfaction, and a. fit Anti- 
adore when he formed tneir Creeds: with him tis 
enouph they were not ſent to P.tH. as if it matter'd not 


that he knew -they were in their Books, and "before | 


the united Miniſters. What ſaith he to Mr R.'s Ci- 


tations ont of my Book, fully aſſerting Chriſt's Sa- Þ 


tisfation ? ne you quidem, but caluminates ſtill; where. 
ſtates he a fair Queſtion with the R ? Inſtead of that 


he purſues a Zopomachy, cites Authors -to prove what | 
Mr. R. pleads for, and to confute what his Party rec- | 


kons he defends; yea, what himſelf-oft-times aſſerts. 
Phraſes he tires, when the Senſe: is fo diſregarded, 
that T would: thank him to ſhew -one Error of Mr. 
R- {unlefs -by groſs wreſting 'of-*his Words) he 
once remarketh ; or one Do&rinal Truth he pre- 
tends'to prove, which Mr. R:* hath not expreſly: 


own'd. -Upon the whole, the Cauſe of the Kebuke” isv[ ue 


Ril vnhvrc, otherwiſe than as its' Author is pelted 
with his ſmootheſt Brothers rotten Eggs; ſuch as not | 
having: a Grain of Senſe, heretical, falſe, delirous,Change- © 
tg, and what not ? But as; tor the Cauſe of the Re- / 
port, the Defendant hath wifely got that into a 
, In Hopes his Party fhall not find it's dead by the 
Rebukers Wounds. 
"'$. Pllforetell from what I already hear and ſee, how 
ſeveral ſorts are likely to judge,” and ſtand affeted to 
His Performance. His _— may ſay, All we have. 
learned is even this. A Change of Perſons and 
Chriſts ſuffering in'our Perſon, if explained to a ſound, 
"Senſe, are no more than Chriſt's ſuffering properly 
an our ftead ; And yet Chriſt's ſuffering properly” in 
wo £40 Wet our : 


{ 
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our ſteady is not fo much a Change 'of Perſons, or 
Suffering in our Perſon, Bur that we mnſt call them 
Socinians, who hold Chriſt ſuffered in our ſtead, if 
they will omit any of our Maſters other Phraſes, 
altho they own the Scnſe of all, The Sagacious 
Criſpians ( if any ſuch) will ſay he hath betrayed 
"our Cauſe ; yea, himfelf condemns it, and anon c- 
ſpouſeth it. - But one good turn is done, be hath 
toiled hard to ſpoil what is a real Confutation of it, 


1 The fafiou Biggots may glory, whatever | becomes 


To 


| 


| 


of Truth, yet it's worth our Contribution, that he 
has, ſpoiled all Hopes of that ill thing, Union and 


Peace roo, and put the United Mmifters to groan we + 


are abuſed, and as far as this Pacificator can influence, 
- our Breaches ſhall ſtill be wider. They whom he 
remarked, ſaying, Thbe Diſſenters differ about they know 
not . what, will loudly boaſt, we now ſee with a wit- 
neſs, even the onely Man of cloſe ſtudy, that no Man 
can gueſs what ,,4t - is about, - They who uſed to 
truſt to Quotations from Authors, muſt grow ſuſpi- 
cious, and reſolve -always to examine, Hard Sty- 
dents (ſome ſuch there are beſides. Mr. - 4. ) will 
dread a Common place » Book , of P#aſes, tealt they 
ſhould divert them from their more important 
| Senſe, and confound themſelves to the diſtrafting-of 
the Church, and torment of all Mankind. It's well 
if ſome of his reproached Preachers fay, not, we ſtudy 
Things more than Words, and yet Words more 


Bombaſtick Phraſes ; and both to better purpoſe than 
our afſuming Di&ator, who brands bs with Igno- 
Trance, and a Zeal for Populacy, whilſt his Gain by 
our more :common Acceptance, qualifies. him fora 
fort of cloſer Study ; but in jrime we may become 
more Politique. But which more affects me, plan; 


(6: to ſpeak falſe Engliſh, that we may ſtrut in 


"ſerious Chriſtians with Grief will| cry, we know not - 
what to think, if the way to Heaven be thus perplexed, 
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*wvch ſhould we pray for Godly. 
-appeals to God, and Serviceablenels to'a t 
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AJ the Articles of -our Faith £o intricate as t 3 
heaps of Obſcure Phraſes repteſent chem. The Pao- 
Fane are tempred to ſcoff at Religion as a wordy 
Noiſe, - and our Enemies well pleaſed- to' ſee us des: 
ſtray "each other by dividing, -and this for what 
-expoſeth us as much to Contempt as Ruine, | 


-good in our pretended pleadings foriTri 


«not- {till 'amuſe Meng, as Mr, Lob hath Woge. 


* Book, the Subſtance whereof is no more Thani a 0 JT 
i repreſentation of the R's words, that the Reader 


z 


* believe hifi an Heretick in' rain, when the Plain 
of his Expreſſion ſeems oft contended for- by Mr.2 
' Nor can people propoſe "a benefit: 


"Quotations of a Phraſe, when the / 
ir, deſign by thar Phraſe no more” 


grants. And his Exception is 007-453 


' of that Phraſe, but againſt Impc*c:g-it- 2 TS 


'Uniov, after the o_ and Mir, 95 lia Ly Der 
"a tt. __, 


